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Need not acquaint the World with the Occaſion of publifhing 
ths Book ; A hich indeed z extorted from me by i Rd Cla- 
mours and unchriftian Cenſures of ſome,and the earneſt Import«- 
= = nities of others. ". 

-.\F My taking . the Oath of Allegiance to King William and 
= : = Mary, after ſo long a Refuſal, has occaſioned a great 
* - deal of talk, and a great many uncharitable gueſſes about it ; Fa- 
WW | Him and blind Zeal always wanting either the Wit, or the good Will, 
, .r8 gueſs right, : 2 ; 

One would have thought it the moſt probable Conjefture , That a 

Man, who bad forfeited all his Preferments by refuſmg the Oath, and 
f : bad for ever loft them, had not the Government been' more mild and 

A gentle in delaying the Execution of the Law , ated wery honeſtly and 
ſincerely in it 5 and if ſo , That there alſo good Reaſon to believe 3 
2 | that af the ſame: Perſon afterwards takes the Oath , be atts ho- 
©. i - neſtly in that too : for what Reaſon # there to ſuſpe# , that he, 
7 who would not ſwear againſt the pre/out' perſwaſion of bus Coniſcience 
- "IP ro keep bs Preferments , ſhould [wear again bus Conſcience to get 
f them again? I do not know ; rhat I bave given any juſt Occaſs- 
on to the World to mark me out for a, DiſhoneſÞ Man ,, or a 
Foot ; I may- be miftchen , and ſo may any Body elſe , though never 
jo Wiſe and - honeſt: But this I am ſure of , that 1 never ated 
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, 1 always oppoſed a Separation , and adviſed not a few , "who | 
thought fit to conſult with me , to keep to the Communion of the 
: Church; and not to entertgin, Prejudices againſs their Minifters for 
\ taking the Oath : for I was ſenſible of the Evil and Miſchief of 
Schiſm, which ſome hot Men were then forward to promote, and are 

fo fil; witneſs a late Pomphlet in Anſwer to The Reaſoning pare | 


of the Unreaſonableneſs of the New Separation, which juſtifies a i 
Schiſm now, upon ſuch Principles, as would bave made. all the Jews jars | 
Sciſmaticks, when the High Priefthood became Annual (though our | 
Saviour himſelf then communicated with the Jewiſh Church ) and | 
makes the whole Greek Church Schiſmaticks, as often as the Grand 


For I did not refuſe the Oaths out of any fondneſs for the Govern- 
ment of King James, nor zeal for bis Return 5 which , the preſent 
proſpect of affairs gives no Minavbo loves the Charch of England, and 
the Liberties of bs Country,any reaſon to wiſh : Ner yet out of any Averſion _ . 


| © Senor changes their Patriarch. 


70 the Government of King William and Queen Mary: but againſt my 
e2n Inclinations and Intereſt , cut of pure Principles" of Conſeuctice., 
is 
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to comply with the Obligations of my former Oaths,and that Duty whith 
Om to their Prince , 2, 1 then | apprebended irreconcileably 
__ new yt TRE FR py a 

«s Was 8. diſpofuion of Mind prepared to recetue ſatufattion 
when ever it 4 offered ; and to = chearfully with the preſent 
Government , when ever 1 could do it with a ſafe Conſcience. *'1 
prayed heartily to God, that if I were in a miſtake , he would kt 
me ſceit 3 that I might not forfeit the Exerciſe of my Miniſtry , 
for a meer miſtake: and I thank God, I have received that ſatufa- 
ion which I deſired; and if any Man can ſhew we, that the Prin- 
ciples I a&# on are falſe, uncertain, or precarious, and ſuch as canno> 


reaſonably ſatufie an hboneft and wunbiaſſed Mind , I will confeſs, that 


my dejire of [atwfattion bas ſecretly and inſenſibly diſtorted my Fudg- - 


nent, though I took all poſſible care that it ſhould not. £ 

I find, the general Cry and Expettation #, that 1 ſhould give my 
Reafons ; though why I ſhould be more. obliged to give my Reaſons for 
Swearing, than 1 was for not Swcaring, 1 cannot tell. | 
' Some ſeem wery fond of thu , upon a preſumption that I can ſay. 
nothing, but what they can eaſily Anſwer; and that will ſerve-t0, 


expoſe Me, and the Cauſe together: 1 have for once gratified theſe. 


Men, that they may have the opportunity to ſbew their kill. 


Qubers , who are wery well ſatufied themſetves , bave yet .@ Cur, 
* riofty to know what ſatufied me, who bave been ſo long diſ- 


ſatufied, But thus was no jufF Occaſion to write Reaſons ; 'for 
if Reaſons were never ſo plentiful with me, I can hardly think 
it worth the while to write a Book t0 gratifie a meer _ Curio- 
fa). 


and art deſirom to try, Whether they can find that ſatufattion, 
which ] have done. This , 1 conſeſs, 'is a good Reaſon , which 
may in Charity oblige me; and how bazardows an Attempt ſ0- 


ever it be ; my Duty to God , ; and to his Church , and to the 


Government , as well as Charity to my Brabren , | ſeem to:re- 
uire it , when it is deſired , and exatted from me.: and I hope 


uch Men will conſider too, what is their Duty , a they will 


anſwer it to God, and to their own Conſciences ; to read what 


I bave written for their ſakes , carefully, and with an honeſt 
Mind ; and to jadge impartially ; and whatever the Effet be, to 


16k it kindly. 


A 2 But: 


There are others, who are Fill diſſatufied about the Oaths 4 
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But there is another Motive has prevailed with me, more than all 
the reſt : We lroe in an Ape of great Prophaneneſs and Infidelity , 
. which & ready to take all occaſions to reproach Religion, and expoſe 

it, as a Cheat and Impoſture, and to neglet} no Opportunity to 
blacken the Clergy, as men of no Faith nor Religion themſelves, though 
they make a great noiſe about it to ſerve their own Intereſts : And 
the general compliance of the Clergy -in taking this New Oath, hath 
been improved by men of thu Spirit to wery ill purpoſes: And not 
only ſo, but ſome wery Dewout Chriſtians have been preatly ſcanda- 
lized and offended at it : And others, who ſhould have underſtood 
better, and. checked thus ill Temper, which is of ſuch dangerous Con- 
ſequence to Religion in general, have gioen too much conntenance to 
it, and have ſeemed too much pleaſed, to ſee and hear all the Clergy 
that have taken this Oath, expoſed to Contempt 3 as if, when the 
great Body of the Clergy #s ridiculed and expoſed, the Credit of Re- 
ligion could be ſupported only by ſome few men, who refuſe the 
Oath. Many of thems indeed, to my knowledge, are very great and 
excellent Perſons, whom I do from my heart Honour and Rewverence, 
and whom I hope, and heartily pray, God will reſtore again to the 
Atmiſtry of his Church : Yet I ſhould be wery ſorry ( and ſo I am 
ſure, would they) that, the Church and Religion ſhould be reduced 
fo low, as to be confined to their numbers ; and have no firmer bot- 
rom to reſt on Than their Reputation, "which though it be deferoedly 
great, cannot bear the whole weight of the Church and Religion. 

It is time to give check to ſuch unchriſftian Cenſures, if we have 
any regard to our common Chriſtianity : And fince fome little Wri- 
rers among them (who are too head ſtrong to be governed by wiſer 


men) engroſs the Church and Religion to themſelves 3; and repreſent' 


ll 2vbo bawe taken the Oaths, efpecially the Clergy, as Apoſtates, 


at leaft from the Church of England, if - not from the Chriſtian | 


Faith; it is neceſſary to convince all ſober Chriſtians, that men may 
fovear Allegiance to King William | and Queen Mary withoirt Per- 
Jury, and without renouncing any Principles of the Church if 'Eng- 
land ; nay, that the Doctrine of the Charch of England requires ns 
.to do ſo: And" hope, if this appear, their Zeal for the Chnrch 
of England, if no other Confideration can prevail | with them; wit 
eblige them allo to do it. | F- 1 


But it ſeems, it will- not ſerve my turn to cffer ſich Rea/ons, ns 


will. juſtifie, my compliance now , unleſs I can give a good” why 160 


why I did no; take the Oaths befare 5; that 1s, I muſt: groe” ſuch 


Reaſons 
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Reaſons, as will equally prove, that no man ought to have taken 
the Oaths before, and that they ought to take thews now, 

Theſe are very hard Tack-Maſters, and no doubt, have wery hind 
Deſigns in it, to draw me in to provoke the Government by a weed- 
leſs juſtification of my ſelf, as to what is paſt; which can ſerve no 
other end, but a little Vain-glory, that 1 would not be thought ca- 
pable of a miſtake; and left the Non-ſwearers ſhould not be Match 
enongh for me, 1 muſt Preclaim War, *gnd bid open Defiance to all 
that have taken this Oath 5 and prove, that they ought not ro bave 
ſworn before I did, but ere obliged. ts do it the very next minute. 

But what now, if nothing of all this be neceſſary? What if I was 
wot ſo well ſatisfied about this matter before, as I am now? Is any 
man forbidden to grow wiſer, and upen a careful and thoroug h-exa- 
mination of things, to alter bis mind, when he ſees good reaſen for it ? 
1 am not aſhamed ts 02yn, that I am ſtill a Learner ; and hepe, 1 ſhall 
be ſo, as long as I live, and improve my Knowledge every day. by 
Study and Converſation. | | | 
. . $0. thaz without producing the Reaſons of my diſſatisfaftjon before, 
or being obliged to anſwer them, having never made them Publick, 1 
think it wry fair. to giue. a [atisfaFory Reaſon now, for my taking of 
this Oath ;. boping, that. what hath ſatisfied me,' may have the '{ame 
effect upon ſome others, that will have the patience impartially to confer 
#, © at oF 1 \* | 
I had indeed :ſome of theſe Thoughts long ſince, which 1 drew up 
in Writing, and ſhewed to ſome of my Friends, and diſcourſed with 
tthers. about them, and told themwhere I luck: but flick 1 did, and 
could find no belp for it 5; and there I bad ſtuck to this day, bad 1 
nrot been relieved by Biſhop Overal's Convocation-Bodk , 2-bich not-- 
only confirmes my former Netions, arid juggeFed ſome new thoughts 
to me, which removed thoſe Difficulties, which I could not before Con- 
quer ; . but alſo by the Venerable Authority of a Comecation, gave me 
greater freedom and liberty of thinking, which the apprehenſions of No- 
weity arid Singularity bad cramped before, | 

Thus, Reader, I have mode Thee my Confeſſor, and declared my 
whale Heart to Thee, as to this Matter; and now judge if . me, as 
Thou wouldſt be jadged by God anoribur day. 

I muſt add one thins more: That IT bave renounced no Princitle 


that ever I taught, excepting one in The Cale of Reliitance, wh:ch $123; 


is the only material Paſſage 1 knw any reaſon to retraf in that Book, 
viz. That when St, Paul jajs, Ail power is of God, 4 means 0: /y. 
; [col 

SS 
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Legal Powers ; but that in an Hereditary Monarchy, where the right 
Heir is living, Uſurped Powers are not of God,. nor the Ons of 
God; + as I proved by the Example of Joaſh: The Reaſon and the 
Example you will find ſufficiently anſwered in the following Diſcourſe, 
and the Dotrine it ſelf rejefied by the Convecation 53 though it bas 
been of late years (o prevailing a miſtake, and impoſed by ſuch great 
Anthorites, that it is very pardenable, eſpecially when tt is ſo freely 
acknowledged : Thomgh the truth is, I think ſtill it is wery true, as to 
the Caſe 1 then bad in my Eye, viz. The Uſurpations of the. Rump 
Parliament, 8:c. but the fault is, that it is too generally expreſſed. 

In managing this Argument upon the Principles I bave laid down, 
it is meceſſary to reaſon upon the Suppoſition of unjuſt Uſurpations, and 
Iltegal Revolutions of State ; and it may be I may meet with ſome ſuch 
Readers, as may charge me for ſo doing with Refletting upon the pre- 
fent Government, which 1 am wery ſure, 1 am far from intending to 
do, And they who underſtand what belongs to Diſputes of this Na-- 
zure, know very well that the ſhorteſ® way to bring the matter to an 
iſſue, is to put the Caſe at the worſt that can be ſuppoſed; becauſe 
this gives ſo much the greater force and advantage to the Argument, 
when it is ſuited to'thoſe, who are moſt ſtrongly prejudiced againſt the 
Legality of the late Revolution : For ſuppoſmg, but not granting, them 
to be in the right in this matter, 1 doubt not to make it appear, that 
it is for all that their Duty to ſwear Allegiance to the preſent Govern- 
ment, when required ſo to do: And this being clearly proved, it be- 
comes altogether needleſs to debate the Legality of the late Rewvolution- 
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The C aſe plainly; and briefly Hated. 


| H A T which has perplexedthis Controverſie, is the 
| _ incermixing the Diſpute of Righe wich the Duty of 
od Ovedience, or making; the Legal Right of Princes tothelr 
| | Thrones che only Reaſon and Fqundation, of ;be Alle- 
giance of Subjects: Thar Allegiance is due only to Right, not to 
| Government, though it can be paid only to Government. Many 
of thoſe who have writ in defence of the New Oath, have fup- 
poſed this, that a Legal Right is neceſſary to make Allegiance 
A . dug, and therefore have endeavoured to. juſtifie the Legal Righe 
| of Their preſent Majeſties: This as I have ſhewn-ic to be.tinne- 
ceſlary; ſo it ſeems to me to be unfic to diſpure the Right of 
Princes ; a thing which no Government can permit to be a Que- 
ſtion among their Subjeds :; ans how well ſoever ſuch Diſputes 
| : may 


L JAMAL 


EEE 


The Caſe of the. Allegiance 
may be: intended, they are certainly needleſs -in this Cauſe, and 
ſerve only to confound it, by carrying men into ſuch dark La- 
bycinths of Law and Hiſtory, &c. as. very few know how to. 
find their way out of again : And therefore I ſhall not meddle 
with this Diſpute, as being both above me, and nothing to my 
preſent purpoſe. | | 

And'on the other hand, thoſe alſo, who refuſe tt: New-Oath, 
go wholly upon this Principle, That Allegiance is due. only to a 
Legal Right. And take away that, and you remove all the dif- 
fieulties they labour under. They think, that a rightful Prince 
only has Right to our Allegiance. That though he be diſpoſſe(- 
ſed of his Throne, if ever he had Right to it, he has Right ſtill ; 
and therefore our Duty is ſtill owing to him, and to no other ; 
and our Oaths of Allegiance? to him ſtill bind us: and .that no 
other Prince, who afcends the Throne without a Legal Right, 
has Right to our Allegiance; and that to ſwear Allegiance to 
him, while we- are under the Obligation of a former Oath to 
our rightful Prince, is Perjury. 

As tar as I know, this is the. ſum of all that can be. ſaid, in 
this Cauſe :' Allowing theſe Principles, there is' no way. co-{aty- 
fie ſuch men, but by juſtifying the Legality of "the late Revbla- 
tion. But chough many things are ſaid, which may make 
men much more modeſt in the point than- ſome are; yer to- 
judge truly of this requires ſuch perfe& Skill in Law and Hi- 
ſtory, ma: the Conſtitution of the Engliſh Government, thac 
few men are capabte of making ſo plain and. certain a judg- 
ment of it, as to be a clear and fafe Rule of Conſcience. * 

But if the Principle ts: falſe, there is an end of the Diſpute : 
And Subjets have a plain Rule of Duty without underſtanding 
Laws and Politicks, the Intrigues of Government, the Revolu- 
tions of States, the Diſputes of Princes; which I am ſure is both 
for the ſecurity of Governments and Subjedts. 

If then Allegiance be due, not for the ſake' of Legal Right, . 
.. but Government. 

If Allegiance be due, not to bars Legal Right>but to the 
Authority of God. | 588 | . 

If God, when he ſees fic, and can better ferve the ends of 
his Providence by ic , ſets up Kings without any Tegard to Legal 
Right, or Humane Laws. PE | 


= 
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| Reaſons, which follow: 


If Kings, thus ſet up by God, are-inveſted with Gods Autho- 
rity, which muſt be obeyed, not only for wrath, but alſo for 
conſcience fake. | | . I ett 

If theſe Principles be true, it is plain, that Subjeds are 
bound to obey, and to pay and ſwear Allegiance (if ic be requi- 
ted) to thoſe Princes whom God hath placed and ſettled in the 
Throne, whatever Diſputes there may be about their legal Right, 
whenthey are inveſted with God's Authority. 

And then ic ts plain, that our old. Allegiance and old Oaths 
are at an end, when God has ſet oyer us 'a new King : for when 
God transfers Kingdoms, and requires our Obedience and Alle- 
giance to a new King, he neceſſarily transfers our Allegiance 
too. - | 

This Scheme of Government may Rftartle ſome men at firſt 
before they have well conſidered.'it. © But every .One at firſt 
ſight.muſt acknowledge , that. it is fo much for the” eaſe and 
ſafery of Subjects in all Revolutions ( which very ire 
happen) what che generality of Mankind , from an inward 


- principle of Self-preſervation , have always done, and will al- 


ways.do, that they have reaſon to wiſh it to be true, and to be 
glad-to ſee it well proves. - Os rg 

And this I ſhall endeavour, to do from the Authority of 
Scripture and Reaſon ; and that I may not appear to be fin- 
gular in it , and to advance Paradoxes, I ſhall prove it like- 
wiſe from the Doctrine. and Principles of the Church of Exg- 


- land. 
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The DoArine of the Church of England » this Point, as it 


is taught in Biſhop Overal's Convocation Book. 


[ Shall begin with the Do@rine of the Church of Exg/a»d, not 
that:I equal, much leſs prefer ic, before the Scriprure ; bur 
becauſe ſome, who refuſe the Oath, lay great ſtreſs on ic, and 
upon this {core charge their Brethren with no leſs then Apoſtaſie 
from the Church; and poſſibly when ſuch a venerable Authority 
ſtands in theFront, it will prepare a. kinder Reception for the 


B 2 Th2 


due to Sogeraign Powers, &c. « a 
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| _ © The Caſe of the Allegiance 

' The Church of Englend has been very careful to inftru& Her 
Children ia.cheic Duty to Princes; to obzy their Laws, and ſab- 
mit co their. Power, and not to reſiſt, thang very .injuriouſly op= 
preſſed ;' and rhoſe, who reriounce theſe Principles, renounce the 
Doftrine of the Church of Exglend : But ſhe has withal taught, 
Thar alt Soveraign Princes receive their Power and Authoriry 
from God ; and therefore every Prince , who is ſetled in the 
Throne,js to. be obeyed and revyerenced as God's Miniſter,and noc 
to be reſfifted ;. which dire&s us what to do in all Revolutions of 


- Government, when once they come to a Settlement ; and- thofe 


who. refule to pay and ſwear Allegiance to*{uch Princes, whom 
God has placed in ths Throne? , whatever their legal right be, 


_ doas much reject the DoRtiiuve of the Church, of Engand,as thoſe 


Page 57. 


oe 


Page $9. 


who teach the Reſiſtarice.of Princes. 4-5 
_For'the proof of , which, T1 appeal to Biſhop Overal's Convoca- 
tioti Book,” which contains the As and Canons of the Convoca- 
tion begun in the firſt Year of King FamesI. 1603. and continu- 
ed by Adjournments and Prorogations to 1610. under Archbiſhop 
Bancroft, a wiſe and learned man. 
" In Chapt. 28. the Convocarion having given an Account of che 
various and . irregular Revolutions of Government, brought a- 
bout by the Providence of God, *©* who for the ſins of any Nati- 
* on or Country, altereth their Governments and Governours , 
© transferreth, ſetteth up, and beſtoweth Kingdoms, as it ſeemeth 
© beſt to his heavenly wiſdom, they add theſe remarkable words; 
ind when having attained their ungodly deſires ( whether ambitions 
ings, by bringing any Country into their Subjeftion ; or diſloyal Sub- 
 jetts,. by their rebellions riſing again#t their Natural Soveraigns ) they 
have efabliſhed any of the ſame degenerate Forms of Government a- 
mong their. People; . the Authority either {o unjuſtly gotten , or wrung 


. by force from the true and lawful Poſſeſſor , being . always God's Aur 
thority (and therefore receiving no Impeachment by the wickedneſs 


0 
thoſe . that have it.) # ever ( when. any ſuch Alterations are + 9 4 
ly fertled) to-be reverenced and obeyed , and the People of all ſorts, 
(as well of the Clergy, \as of the Laity) are to be ſubjef} wnto it, not 
only for wrath, but alſo for conſcience ſake. 

In Can. 28. where this Doarine is decreed, they take care to - 
condemn all thoſe wicked means whereby ſuch Changes of 'Go- 
vernments are made, and - yet to aſfert , That whenever ſuch 
Changes are made, the Authority is Gods, and muſt be obeyed. 
« If any man therefore ſhall affirm,either that the rms 


© they. ſhake off the Yoke of their Obedience to their Soveraigns, 
© and ſet up a Form of Government among .themlelves , atter 
© their own Humours, do not therein very wickedly : or thar ic 
3s lawful for any bordering Kings, through Ambition and Ma- 
_ © lice, to invade their Neighbours : or that the Providence and 
* Goodneſs of God,in uſing of Rebzllions and Oppreffions againſt 
*any King or Country, doth mitigate or qualific the Offences of 
© any ſuch Rebels or opprefling Kings': or that when any.fuch 
© new Forms of Government, begun: by Rebellion, and after 
* throughly ſettled,the Authority in them is not of God : or that 
* any, who live within the Territories of ſuch new Governments, 
« arenot bound to be ſubje& co God's Authority, which is there 
&* executed, but may rebel againſt cheſame: or that che Fews in 
© Egypt or Babylon might lawfully, for any. Cauſe, have taken 
 * Armsagainſt any of thoſe Kings, or have offered any violence to 
© their Perſons, he doth greatly err. : #3 

Men may diſpute any thing, but I know not how it was poſ- 
ſible for the Convocation to expreſs their ſenſe plainer , that all 
uſurped Powers, when throughly ſettled , have God's Au- 
thority , and muſt be obeyed: So that here are the Two 
great Points determined , whereon this whole Controverfie 
—S45s | \ E129 SAITO, 

1.That thoſe Princes,who have no legal right to their Thrones, 
may yet have God's Authority. | | 

2. That when they are throughly ſettled in their Thrones, 
they are inveſted with God's Authority , 'and- muſt be reveren- 
ced and obeyed by all, who live within their Territories and 
"Dominions, as well Prieſts , -as People; If: thefe Propoſitions be 
true, itis a plain ReſoJution of the Caſe ; that if it ſhould at any 
time happen, that the rightful Pringe ſhould be driven out of 
his Kingdom , and another Prince placed in his Throne , and 
fertled in the full Adminiſtration of Government, Subje&s noton- 
ly may, but muſtfor conſcience ſake, and out of reverence to the 
Authority of God, with which ſuch a'Prince is inveſted, pay all 
the Duty and Allegiance of Subjects to him. AN 
- As for the firſt, the Caſe is plain ,- that the Convocation 
| ſpeaks of illegal and uſurped Powers, and yetatfirmsthar the Au- 
thority exerciſed: by them, is God's Authority, and therefore thoſe 
Princes, who- have no legal right,may have God's Authority : the 
words of the Canon are very' plain and expreſs, and yet if any 
' man deſires further fatisfaRtion , that this was the Judgment w 
% * Y t 


due to Soveraign Powers, &c. 2, 


+ | The. Caſe of the Allegiance 
the Convocation, that Princes, who have no Legal Right, may 
have God's Authority, it. is very eafie to give ic. 
Page 45; They teach, That rhe Ford (in advancing Kings to their 
Thrones) z not bound to thoſe Laws, which 'he preſcribeth others [to 
obſerve, and therefore commanded Jehu a Subject 'to be anointed King 
over I{rael, of purpoſe to puniſh the fins of Ahab andJezebel: and 
what he did by Prophets in I/rael, by an expreſs Nomination of 
the Perſon, he does by his Providence in other Kingdoms, ſet 
up Kings when he ſees fir, withoue any regard to the Right o- 
Page 53- Succeſſion, or Legal Tiles. For as they tell us elſewhere, F 6b 
Lord both may, and « able to overthrow any Kings or Emperors, 100 
withſtanding any Claim, Right, Twle, or Intereſt, which they can ch al 
lenge to their Countries, Kingdoms, or Empires. 
The Moabites and Aramites never could have a Legal Right to 
the Government of {rael, and yet the Convocation allerts, Thae 
Page $1. When [ſrael was in ſubje&tion to them, rbey knew, that it was not 
| lawful for them of themſelves, and by their own Authority to take 
Arms againſt the Kings, whoie Subjetts they were, though indeed they 
were Tyrants, And that it had not been lawful for Ehud to have 
killed King Eglon, bad he not been firff made by God the Fudge,Prince, 

and Ruler of the People. 

 Thelike, we ee, they teach of the Kings of Egypt and Babylon, 
who never had a Legal and Natural'Right co Govern 1jrael ; and 
the like they affirm of the Four Monarchies, which were all violent 
Ulurpations ; and the Principle they ground this on, plainly ex- 
| rends co all Kings and Soveraign Princes: That God, and his 
Ch. 35- Son Jeſus Chriſt, who z the Univerſal Lord and Ruler over all thy 
page £3: 131; 1d, does remove and ſet up Kings, as will beſt ſerve the Ends 
Fer. 27. 5. of his wiſe Providence. 1 have made (ſaith he) the Earth, the Man, 
and the Beaſts that are upon the ground, and have given it to-whom it 
Pleaſeth me. And again, the Prophet Daniel tellerh xs, That God 
changeth the Times and the Seaſons, that be hath Power, and beareth 
4 Dan. 17. Rule over the Kingdoms of Men : that be taketh away Kings, and {et- 
32- reth up Kings ; and that it was the God of Heaven, who gave unto 
2 Dan. 37. Nebuthadnezzar (o great a Kingdow, Power, Strength, and Glory, as 
then be bad, to Rule wub Majeſty and Honour a wery great Empire : 
in ref}e& wheresf, although Kings and Princes might have been {atisfi- 
ed wuth the Titles of Licutenants, or Vicegerents on, Earth, to the Son of 
God ; yet be did communicate and impart jo much of bis Power, Au- 
thority, and Dignity unto them , as be was content to ftile them with 
bis own Name ; I have ſaid ye are Geds, and tbe Children of the 
4 moth 


UMI 


wo? High. And therefore we- may obſerve, there. is no Duty | J 
Subjects, as ſuch, owe tothe moſt Legal and Righeful Kings, buc 
the Convocation aſlerts due to all Kings, whom. God hath placed 
in the Throne, by what vilible means ſoever they obtained it: as 


| to obey and ſubmit to them, not toreſiſt them, nor rebel againſt 


them, to pay all Cuſtoms and Faxes, to pray for them, nay, to 
fwear Allegiance tothem, if it be required. 

Thus they ceach with reſpe& to Alexander (and I think any 
Prince who gets the Throne, may pretend as much Righc to it, 
as he). If any Man therefore ſhall affirm, gitber that the Fews, gene- Can. 31. 
rally, both Prieſts and People, were not the Subjes of Alexander, af- 048t $7: 
ter bis Authority was ſetled amengſt them, as they bad been before the 
Subjetts of the Kings of Babylon and Perſia ; or that they might law- 
fully have born Arms again#t him ; or that they were not all bound to 
pray for the long Life and Profperity, both of Alexander, and bu Em- 
pire, as they had been before to pray for the Life and Proſperity of the 
other ſaid Kings, and their Kingdoms, while they lived under their 
Subjefion : or conſequently, that they might lawfully, upon any occaſi- 
on whatſoever, have offered Violence and Deſtruttton, either to their 
Perſons, or to their Kingdoms, &c. he doth greatly err. | 

Thus Car. 33. they teach, That whoever afficms, That the Page 58. 
Fews were not bound, both to have paid their Tribute, | and to have 
prayed for Czlar without diſſumulation, ſincerely and truly, notwith- 
[fanding any pretence of Tyrarny, which they bad wilfully drawn upon 
thejr own beads, or of any cauſe whatſoeyer ; or that ſuch as curſed 
Czlar, (their chief Governour) did not thereby deſerve any corparal 
puniſhment, which 3 due to be inflicted upon ſuch Traitors 5 or that 


.ths Rebellion againft Any King, Abſolute Prince, or Civil Magiſtrate, 


for any cauſe whatſcever, i not a ſin deteſtable in the ſipbt of God, 8&C. 
he doth greatly err. | : 

Chapter 34. they condemn the Phariſees, who when Herod upon p,,,,q, 
occaſion cauſed his Subje4s to bind#*themſeloes by Oath, Quod non deceſ- 


-ſurt efſent & fide & officio, refuſed to take that Oath. And in their 


34th Canon they teach : That if any Man affirm, That tbe Phari- Pages2. 
ſees in refuſing to bind their Allegiance and Faith ro Czlar, by an Oath, 
did not thereby ſhew themſelves tratterouſly affeFed towards him (which 
evidently is not true of all, who may refuſe ſuch Oath, but the 
intention is only to condemn ſuch a refuſal); or that is was not 
@ ſediriow Dotrine——To refule all Taxations impoſed by the Ro- 
mans,their lawful Magiſtrates,and rather ta.rebel than to pay any Tri- 
oute r0them, &C. he doth greatly err. 
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'« The Caſe of the Allegiance 


In the Caſe of Faddws ſwearing Allegiance. to Darius, they 
condemn-thoſe, who ſay, That Jaddus the High- Prieft did amiſs un 
binding his Allegiance to King Darius by Oath, or that be had not ſes- 
ned, if he had refuſed (being thereunto required) to bawe ſworn, And 
yer in the very next Canon, which I have already quoted, they 
teach, That both Prieſts and People (and cherefore Faddus him- 
ſelf) became as much che Subjeds of Alexander, as they had been 
of Darius ; and then according to this Dodtrine, if Alexander had 
required an Oath of Alegiance from Feddus, (as it is probable he 
did) Faddus had finned, it he had refuſed that Oath, though 
according to all the Circumſtances of the Story, Dari«s was then 
living, to whom 7Jaddus had before ſworn Allegiance. 

But it will be objected againſt this, that the Conwecation takes 
notice of that Anſwer Faddus gave to Alexander, when he ſeneto' 
him-from Tyre, after the Overchrow of Darius, That he ſhouid aff 
fiſt bim in bis Wars, and become Tributary to the Macedonians, as 
he had been to the Perſians : He returned for his Anſwer, That he might 


' not yield to this, becauſe be had taken an Oath for his true Allegiance to 


Darius, which be might not lawfully violate, while Darius lived, be- 
ing by flight eſcaped, when bis Army was diſcomfited. But we may 
obſerve, that the Convecation in their Cancn upon. it, takes no 
notice, that Faddus having ſworn to Darius, could not ſubmit, 
or ſwear to any other Prince, while Darius lived ; andic is plain, 
Faddus himſelf did not mean this by ic, for he immediately ſub- 
mirced to Alexander, as ſoon as he came to Feruſalem, before he - 
had given.che laſt faral Overthrow.co Darius,when Darius in his 
flighe was murdered by his own Servants. The meaning then 
of Faddus's Anſwer to Alexander, was no more bur this : That he 
having (worn Allegiance to Darius, could not make a voluntary 
dedicion of himſelt ro Alexander, which was the thing deſired; 
but when he was in Alexander's Power, (which .made ic a-matter 
of force, not of his own choice) he made no ſcriple toſubmitto 
Alexander,. and b:2come his Subje& and Tributary,' as he former- 
Iy was the ſworn Subje&t of Darus. 

This, I chink, ſufficiently proves the firſt thing, that. this Cox- 
wocation taught, that Princes, 'who bave no Legal Right to their 
Thrones, when they are placed there by God, are inveſted 
with God's Authoricy, and mult be reverenced and obeyed by 
all Subjects, in as fuil a manner, as- atty other . che molt legal 
and righttul Prince can ctallenge. Ef Inf 

2d, 


| due, to Sovereign Powers, &c. 

. 2dly, The only Enquiry then is, what the Convocation means 
by che fRcmenry, eing, tbroughly {@led. , A. Prince, , who is/ 
throughly edled_ in his Thione, ha God's Autharicy, and muſt 

obeyed; but when is his Government throughly ſeed? +.,-: 

- Now here it is, that men-may impoſe upon themſelves, if they 


as little or as 'much go to a through ſettlement, as they pleaſe ; 
thought his a viſible thing , that every . Suhje& coald ſee, when 
the Government is ſo ſind! 85 to make our Obedience due and 
neceſlary, and therefore there was no need of defining, what. 
_F if is to be chroughly ſecled : When the whole adminiſtration 
| of Government, and the, whole. power of the Nation is in the 
hands of the Prince ; wheh every thing is done in his Name, 
and by his Authority ; when che Eſtates of the Realm, and the 
ay; aniagn.cny wcga Iyer to him,' and' thoſe- who 
will not ſubmit, can be cruſhed by him, when ever he pleaſes ; 
if this be not_a, ſecled Governmear, I deſpair, of ever knowing 
whar' it is; for there is no Government in the World fo {ccled, 
t that by. ſome unſeen Accident, or by, ;greater Force and. 
ower, it may be unſetled ; and jn this ſenſe ic is impoſlible ever 
to know when a.Government is ſecled ; for no Goverment is,,00 
cad be thus ſetled againſt all events: bat then the Government 
i5 viſibly ſecled, when the Prince has the full and perfet Admi- 
be: niftration of all. Aﬀairs relating to his Kingdom. 
"But if the general ſubmiflion of the People ſettle a Govern- 
ment, I am ſure, that is eaſily enough known, when a Nartion' 
has ſubmitted. to 2. ince 3. but this will not be allowed. us, that 


tt 


_ 


| _ Prince, who has the Right to Govern, ſubmit alſo; bur I would 
gladly hear a good Reaſon for. this: , The ſubmiſſion of the 
Prince-indeed _ may. bz thought neceſlary to transfer a Legal 
Right; bac” the fubmiſlion K; the People, of it ſelf, is (uffici- 

| ent to ſettle a Goverament, and when it is-ſecled, then ic is the 
. _ Authority.of God, whatever the Humane Right be. | 
' This I cake to be the true ſenſe of this Convocation concern- 
*% ing Obedience to Sovereign Powers; all Sovereign Powers, 
[ | whoſe Power'and Goverment is throngbly ſetled, muſt be obeyed, 
whatever their. Legal Right be; for they have the Authority 

of God, to which our Obedience and SubjeRion is due, and 
that ſuperſedes all further nr This is a good Argument 


from 


will, and. if they think it their Intereſt to do ſoz- and may make. 


for the Conpocatian has not determined. the, bounds; of... ic:., they; 


e fubmiſfion of. the People ſettles the Government, unleſs the. 


9 


10 


for he is the Supreme Lord of the World, and has the ſole Righc 


God, he Governs without God's Authority. 


The Cafe of the Alligianie" | 
from Authority; and as good Authority as can be urged. to the. 
Members of | Chyret of Eugſond 3 for if x Corvifarion can- 
not declare che Judgment'sf 'the Church of Eolandl ,T know 
not whence-we ſhall tearg it © E oghatir 

. Bue I will 'not rely only upon Authority, bat I think fo 
grear an Atithority, if ie'do not determine our judgment, gughe 
at leaſt to make us more carefully and impartially to cxamine 
the Reaſons'off things; and- to' deliver 'ns from. the Tyranny 


U 


of Przpoſſefion ani Prejudice ; and to that I proceed. © 


oo GL | 
The Teſtimony of Scripture and Reaſon, in this matter. - 


fi Ker which we are to prove, is, That all Sovereign Princes, 
wha are ſerled in their Thrones, are placed there by God, 
and inveſted with his Authority,” and: therefore muſt be obeyed: 
by all Subjeas, as the Miniſters of "God, wit ut enquirirg into. 


their Legal Right and Title to the Throne : The. Proofs of. his 


from Scripture and Reaſon mult neceſſarily be intermixt and 
interwoven with each, other ; and to ſet this matter in as clear 
a Light as I can, I ſhall reduce the whole into forte plain Pro- 
poſitions. | : pies AT car 


Prop. tr. That all Civil Power and Authority 'is from God 


my 
- 
3: 


to Govern his Creatures, and therefore no' man can have any 
Authority but from God: this will be readily acknowledged by 
all, who believe, that there is a God, and that he made and 
governs the World. | | EEE 

Prop. 2. That Civil Power and Authority is no otherwiſe from 
God, then as he gives this Power and Authority to ſome par- 
ticular Perſon or Perſons, to Govern others :. For Authority be- 
longs to a Perſon, and that Power and Authority, which any 
Perſon exerciſes, is not from God, which God never gave him :. 
If he Governs without receiving. his Perſonal: Authority from 


T.take: 


axe to Sovereign Tomir(: bf 
T take notice of this*to prevent a common Evaſion, that, all 
Power is Taid'to' be of Gad; batt God'has inſtirated Civif Au- 
thority ; not that every ons, who exerciſes this Authotity, 're* 
ceives it from God. | OY | 
Bur what they mean by the Inſtitution of ' Civil Authoricy, 
I cannot tell, unlefs it be, that God intended; that Mankind- 
fAiould live under Government: but this does nor prove," that 
af Power and Authority is from God, unlefs "thoſe, who-exer- 
ciſe this Authority, receive ic from God: And it is plain, that 
St. Paul, 13 Rom. 1. by the Higher Powers, and al power, means 
thoſe, who exerciſe this Supreme Power, that all ſach Sovecaign 
Princes are ſet up by God, ard: receive their Anthoricy from 
him ; . they ;are the Rulers, .v. 3. the Miniſters of Gad, who bear 
the Sword,' v. 4- and in'St. Perer”, © the King as Supreme, 1 Pet; 2. 


13- / 

Prop. 3- There are but three. ways whereby God gives this 
Power and Authority to any Perſons: Either by Nature, or by 
an expreſs-Noinihation, or by the diſpoſals of Providence. © © 
'- By Natorer Parents have” a Naturat ' Superiority 'over ' their 
Childfth; andre their Lords and Goyernours to0': This was 
the firſt Government in the: World,” and is che only Natural Au- 
thority ; for in propriety of ſpeaking, there is no Natural Prince 
but a Father. But by what bonnds this paternal'and Patciarchal 
Authority was limited, we cannot tell ; how the extent of their 
pqwer was ſtinted; and where new Families, and'new' Govem: 
ments begin; and it isin va toy Us to enquire after it now. * 

_ ' By a particulat Nomination : God'madeKings'only'in Feiwry, 
and entailed the Kingdom we radi - David's Polteriry - and 
after the Diviſion of the Th» THibet fromthe Kitigdom of Fudab, 
by expreſ Nomination ſet Terobvam and Zebs over the Kingdom 

o acl.” de thig ts VEL » hawedis I v1 LIS?UE SC, PIG UY Il ey I, 
” "But God ruled it'll the gthet KingJoms'of the' World; as well - 
a; in Fewry, ad” att other Kings ruted by Gody Auttioticy,” as 
well as the Kings of Fudab ahtl"Irazl, Who'were' advatced by 
his Command; For the moſt, bigh. ruleth in the Kingdom of men, 
and pivh it to wbomſaever bt will 7 fetteth"up over it 'the baſes 
of men, 4 Din's5, ws thi Gdd""if ties, that gave Ne 
buchadnezzat' s Kingdom, Power,” avd Strength, and Glry. Ir-# 
he, that Rn Ie times and ſeaſons, that removerh Kings, and ſetteth 
ap Kings, 2 Dans. 21. 37. and the Prophecy of the four Monar- 
chies is a demonſtration of it OO OO ho 
9 "Gl Bur 
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The' Caſe of the Allegia nee 
| But now God governs the reſt ofthe world , removeth [Kings, 
and ſerteth up Kings, only by his Providence ; that is, then:God 


 fets up a King, when by his Providence-he advances. him to.the 


Throne, and puts the Soveraign Authority into-his hands; then he 
emoveth a King, when by his Providence he thruſts him from .his 
hrone, and takes the Government. out of his hands: for Provi- 
dence is Gods Government of che world by an inviſible influence 
and power, whereby he dirc&s, determines, over-rules all Events 
ro the accompliſhment of his own Will and Counſlels, in diſtin&ion 
from his more viſible Governmeat by his Oracksand Prophets,or the 
expreſs ſignifications of his Will,as be un former Ages governed 1 
raek, hn | take is or” -f 
Nor does it make any difference in this Caſe todiſtinguiſh be- 
tween what God permits, and whar he does ; for this diſtintion 


does not rehute tochz Events of things, . but to the-wickednels of 


men ; which is the only reaſon for this diſtinction; ; for:the /Scrip- 
ture neyer ſpeaks of God's bare permiflion of any Eyents, but makes 
him the Auchor of all the good. or evil which happens eittier- to 
rivate perlons, or publick Societies. "The Events of all things 2rg 
in his hands, and are ordered and diſpoled ly ill ag&;Gourt: 
ſel, as chey muſt be if God governs-the work: but God:cannot be 
the Author of any wickednels,cannot inſpire mca with ady-wick; 
ed counſels or deſigns, nor incline their wills co. che commillion of | 
i, and therefore this we lay God poly Pertnits ; bur when ic.comes 
to ation, he over-rules their wicked. deſigns : to., accompliſh. hjs 
own Counlels and Detrees,: and eicher diſappoints whit they in- 
tended, or gives ſucceſs ro them, - when he can; ſerve che ends of 
his Providence by their wickednels-: and. herein. confiſts the. un- 
ſearchable wildom of Providence, thac. God brings about his own 
Counſels by the free Miniſtries of men: He permirs-men to do 
wickedly,but all Eyents, whict: are-tor the gaod or evilof private 
men,.or.pu Jick Societies, are,ordered by him, as che Prophet de- 
"ame ad 3-6. Sball there be evilin.a City, andihe Lord bath not 
lone it. - | | 
And yet if there were any ſuch diſtinQion as this, that ſome E.- 
vents, God only permits, and Jome he, orders and appoints. , we 
ought in' reaſon to, aſcribe the advancement of Kings ta God's de- 
cree and counſel, becaule ic is the principal ac& of Providence , 
which has fo great an influence. upon che government of the 
world ; and if he decree and order any Events, certainly he pe- 
culiarly orders ſuch Events as will do moſt good or moſt hurt. to 
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due to. Sovertign Powers, &c. Hz 3 
the world. He muſt with 'his own hand. immediately direc the "I 
motions of the great wheels of Providence; and.not permit them 
to move as they pleaſe themſelves,, Eſpecially when we remem- 
ber, that Kings are God's Miniſters and Lieutenant, and are in- 
veſted with his Authority : Ncw to give Authority to any perſon, 
does not ſignifie to permit him to take it; and we cannot but think 
that God will exerciſe a particular care and providence in ap- 
pointing his great Miniſters. No man can have God's Auchori- 
ty, but. he co whom it- is given ; and if the advancement to the 
Throne inveſts ſuch a Prince with God's Authority , then God 
gives him the Throne, and does not meerly permit him\.to 
take it ;, for no man can take God's Authority, but ir muft be 


given. | . 0 | 
Nay, ſince God makes Kings now, not by an expreſs nomi- 
nation- of any perſons, but only by the Events of Providence,we 
' muſt” not allow, that God at any time permits men to make them- 
lves-Kings, whom he does not make Kings: for then we can 
neyer Hiingadgh between Kings by the permiflion and. by the ap- 
.. pointment of God, between God's Kings,and Kings of theit own 

making ; unleſs all Kings ace ſet up by God, and invefted with . 
his Authority, we can-never know what King's have. God's Au- 
thority', who thofe are, whom we.muſt obey- out of -Conſci- 
ence, and whom we muſt not obey : there is no direation. how 
"to Giltinguiſh them, and the Events of Providence in placingthem 

in-tl,e Throne, are the ſame in both... 00D T 

-. Now the neelary Conſequence of this is,that by what means 
ſoever any. Prince aſcends the, Throne, he is placed thereby God, 
and receiveshis Authority from him.There are very different ways 
*3ndeed, whereby this is done; ſometimes by the Election of the peo- 
ple; ſometimes by Conqueſt (which has been the viſible Original 
"of molt Governments) and when any Family is thus advanced to 
the Throne, ic is continued by Succefiion and legal Entails ; bv all 
theſe ways, or any other; that can be thought of, are governed and 
determined by the Divine Providence, and the Prince thus ad- 
. vanced isastruly placed in the Throne by God, as if he had been 

expreſly nominated,and anointed by a Prophet at God's command, ., 
as Saul and David were.” Sometimes God leaves a free. People 
to chooſe their.own King, and then he-dire&ts their ' choice to 
ſich a perfon as he will make King. Somerimes he ſuffers an a- 
ſpiring Pririce to invade and conquer a Country,but he never ſuf. 
fers him to aſcend the Throne, buc when he ſees fir co make him 


Kinga- 
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In Hereditary Kingdoms,He is a rightful King, who has by Sug: 


King.Sometimes he notonly Places fingle Perſon in the Throne, 
but entails ir on his Family by. Human Laws, and makes the 
Throne a legal Inheritance;-bur when he ſees cauſe for it, he in- 


o 


- 


 terrupts the Succeflion,or finally transfers the Kingdom to another 


Family. | | | 
Prop. 4. All Kings are equally rightful with reſpe& to God: for 
thoſe are all þ op Kings,who are placed in the Throne by God, 


and it is impoflible there thould be a wrong King, unleſs a man 


could make himſelf King, whether God will or. no. The whote 
Authority of Government is Gods,and.whoeyer has God's Autho- 
rity is a true and rightful King;for he has the true and rightful Ay- 
thority of a King; and if all Kings, who are ſettled and eſtablifh- 
ed in their Thrones, are ſet up by God, and have his Authoricy, 
with reſpe& to the Authority which they btave from God, they 
are rightful Kings. | 
Prop.3. The diſtinRtion then between a King de jwre,and a King 
de faFo, relates only to Human Laws, which bind SubjeQs,but are 
not the neceſſary Rules and Meaſures of the Divine Providence. 


ceflion a legal Right to the Crown; and He who has poſſefion of 
the Crown, without a legal Right, isa King de faFo; that is, is 
a King, but not by Law : Now Subjets. are fo tied up by the 
Conſtitutions of the Kingdom,that they muſt not pull down or ſet 
up Kings contrary to the Laws of theLand ;but God is not bound 


'by Humarr Laws, but can make whom he pleaſes King, without 


regard to legal Rights, and when he does ſo,they are true,though 


not legal Kings,if thoſe are true Kings who have God's Authority, 


 Prop.6. Wecan have but one Kingat a time : two rival and op= 
polite Princes cannot at the ſame time poſſeſs the ſame Throne , 
nor can Subjeas be bound to two oppoliteand contrary Allegian- 
ces; for no man can ſerve io Maſters ; and yet Allegiance is due 


to a King by the Laws of God, and to every King whoſe Subjeas 


we are, that if we could have two Kings, we muſt have two Al- 
legiances. . og: "3 af 
Prop. 5, He is our King who is ſettled in the Throne in the 
atual Adminiſtration of Soveraign Power : for King is che Name 
of Power and Authoriry, not of meer Right; '' He, who has 2 le- 
gal Right to the Crown, but has ic not, ought by the Tawsof the 
Land tobe King, but is not : but hewho. is actually ſettled inthe 
Adminiſtration of the Regal Power, is King, and has God's. Au- 
thoricy, though he have not a legal Right. ke 
7 " But 


| The Caſe of the Alhegiance. 
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dite' to Svver lhe Powers, Rec: n 


But the'Objettioil apaitift this is, Thar it is Wobbiſm, that Do- 
minion'isnaturally-annexed to Power; bur thoſe iN ſay this, 
oa d Mir. Hobby, or me :. far He makes Power and 
zothing elſe, to give Righe co Dominion; ' and therefore afferts, 
That God himlelf is the Natural Lord and Governour of the 
World, not becauſe he made it ; but' becauſe he is Omnipotent 
batT fay, That Government is founded' in Right, and that God 
-is the Natarat Lord of the World, becauſe he made it; and thac 
no Creature has any Right to Govern the World, or any part of it, 
bat as he receives Anthority from God: and thereforefince Power 
will Govern,God ſo orders it by his Providence,as never to incruſt 
Soveraign Power in any Mans hands, to whom he does not give 
the Soveraign Authority : that Power dozs not give Right 
and Authority to 'Govern, but is a certain ſign to” us, thar 
who God has placed and ſertled the Power, he: has given the 

Prop. 8. Allegiance is due only to the King : for Allegiance (i: 

ifies all that Duty, which Subjeas owe to their King,and there- 

can be due to none but the in | A. g 
If then he Who has the Legal Right may not be our King, antl 
he' who has not;, may 3 when'any ſuch Caſe happens, we muſt 

our Allegiance to him who is King, though without a: Les 
Rink not to him:who is not our King, though it is his Right to 
bel: And the reafon'is very plain, becauſe Allegiance isdne on: 
ly to God's Authority, ' not to a bare Legal Title withont God's 
Authority ; - and therefore muſt. be paid to him who is itveſted 
with'God's Authority, who's his Miniſter and Lientenantc;thatis, 
to. the Actual King, who is ſetled in the Throne, and has the Ad: 
miniftration of Government in his hands. Y 
-  Obje&. But if this be ſo, what does a Legal Right ſignifie, if ir 
do not command the Allegiance of Subjects ? - PE 
” - Foſw. Tanſwer : It barrs all other Hamane Claims: No other 
Prince can: challenge'the Throne of Right : ' and Sabjets are 
bound to maintain the Rights of ſuch a Prince, as far as they can; 
that &, againſt all Mankind 3 but not againſt God's diſpoſal' of 
Crowns :. and therefore when God transfers the Kingdom, he 
transfers our Allegiance, which is due, and annexed to his Au- 
thority, whether this Authority be conveyed by a Legal Succel- 
fion, or by any other means... 08" _ © | PE Tone 
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The Coſe ofthe Agnes 


ObjeF. But if we have ſworn: Allegiance. to ſuch a Prince, and 
his Heirs, and lawful Succeſſors, how can we pay Allegiance to 


any other Prince, while He, or any of his Heits,. and Legal, 


Succeſlors are living, and claim our Allegiance, v rithout- violating 
our Oaths ? vE. = be | 
 Anſw. Ianſwer: An Oath of Allegiance made to any King, 
can oblige no longer than he continues to be King.; for if dic, | 
ir woul] oblige us againſt our Duty, and ſo become an unlawful: 
Oath : for our Allegiance is, due to him: who is King, .1o the a-. 
- Etual and feried poſſeffion of the Throne, - and therefore muſt; 
by the Law of God be paid there; and then it cannot be.paid to. * 
the diſpoſleſied Prince, unleſs we can have two -Allegiances: Our 
Oath then to the diſpoſſeiſed.Prince ceales, Ceſſante materia ; for 
though the Man is in being ſtill, the:King is gone. PETR 
But we ſwear to maintain and defend his Right, and che Right 
of his Heirs : but yet we do not ſwear to keep.them.in the 
Throne, which may beimpoflible for us to do againſt a proſperous 
Rebellion; nor da we ſwear in Caſe they are thrown our of the 
Throne, never to ſubmit or pay Allegiance to any other Prince; 
which would be an anlanfdl Oak, as contrary to.that Duty we 
owe to the Divine Providence in making.Kings,/ and remoyj 
Kings. The-Oath of . Allegiance contains the Duty: of Subjedts 
totheir King, and can extend no farther, and therefore can ob- 
lige no longer than he is our King, and we his Subje&s, . ..: 
Thele ſeem to me, to be very plain Propyſitiens, and to carry 
their own Evidence wich them ; and if this be erue, ic. 1s. very 
plain Direction to Subjeds in all the Revplutions -of Govern, 
ment. Pd ts be oe I TT $i onatat 
The moſt that can be expected from them, according tothe 
ſtriteft Principles of Loyalty and Obedience, is to have.no hand 
in ſuch Revolutions, or to oppoſe them as far as they can, apd 
not to be haſty and forward in their Compliances ; |bur- when 
ſuch a Revolution is mage, and they cannat help it ;, they muſt 
reverence and obey their New Prince, as inveſted with: Gods 
Authoriuy. | 5s CRE 
Nor is it very hard to know, when our Obedience. becomes 
due toa New Prince ; for it does not conſift in a Mathematical 
point, nor require Mathematical certainty : Our. Obedicnce is due 
to God's Authoricy, and when we can reaſonably. conclude, that 
God has made him King ; that is, when the Providence of God 
has ſctled him inthe Throne,we muſt pay our Obedience \ —_ 
re 
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. tie to Soweraign Powers, Rc. . 


There are different degrees of Settlement, and muſt neceſfaci- 
ly be in ſuch new Governments, which ſeem to me to require 
1 


ferent degrees of Submiſſion, or at leaſt to juſtite them, till | 


it increaſes to ſuch a full and plenary and ſettled poſſeflion, as 
requires our Allegiance, as being notoriouſly evident and 
ſenſible to all that do not wink hard, and will not ſze 
ic. 

If the generality of the Nation ſubmit to ſuch a Prince , and 
place him on the Throne, and put the whole power of the King- 
dom into his hands, though it may be, we cannot yet think che 
Providence of God has ſettled him in the Throne, while the dif- 
poſſeſſed Prince has alſofuch a formidable power , as makes the 
Event very doubtful, yet if we think fit to continae in the King- 
dom, under the government and power of the new Prince, there 
are ſeveral Duties, which in reaſon we ought to pay him. . 

As to live quietly and peaceably under his government, and to 
promile, or (wear, or give any other ſecurity that we will do fo, 
if it be demanded : It isreafonable we ſhould do ſo, if we think 
it reaſonable to live under the proteRion of the government ; this 
all men do in an Enemies quarters, and tio man blames chem for 
it, | 
We muſt pay Taxgs to them ; for theſe are due tothe Admi- 
niſtration of governſhent, as St. Paul obſerves 3 For this cauſe pay 
ye Tribute alſo, for they are the Minifters of God, attending continually 
on this wery thing, 13 Rom.6. And if we owe our ſecure poſlel- 
fjon of our Eſtates co the prote&tion of government, let the go- 
vernment be what ic will, we ought to pay for it. 

We muſt give che Title of King to ſuch a Prince,when we live 
in the Country where he is owned for King ; for beſides chat ic 
15 2 piece of good manners (which is the leaſt thing we can owe 
- to him, under whole government we live) he is indeed King, 
while he adminiſters the Regal power, though we may not think 
him fo well fertled in his government , as co all intents and pur- 
poſes to own him for our King. 

Nay, we muſt pray for him under the Name and Title of King, 
for we are bound co pray for all who are in Authority ; and thata 
Prince is, who has the whole government in his hands, and has 


-power to do a great deal of hurt, or a great deal of good ; and 


this is ſo far from being a fault, chat ic is a duty, while we taks 
_ to do it in ſnch terms, as ast to pray againſt the diſpoſleſſed 
rince. | 


D 
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Thus 
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. The Caſe of the Allegiance 

Thus far I think the doubtful poſſeflion 'of theThrone obliges us, 
and it werevery happy if no more were required in the beginnings 
of ſuch a new government; but when beſidesthe poſleffion of the 
Throne, the power of the diſpoſſefſed Prince is broken , and no 
viſible proſpect of his recovering his Throne again ; nay, if it be 
viſible that he can never recover his Throne again , but by ma- 
king a new Conguelt of the Nation by Foreigners, who will be 
our Maſters, if they conquer, and no very gentle ones neither ;' 
we may then look upon the new Prince as advanced and ſettled 
by God in his Throne, and therefore ſuch a King , as we owe an. 
entire Obedience and. Allegiance to. | 

For we muſt not take the conſideration of Right into the {et 
tlement of Government; for a Prince may be ſettled in his Throne 
without legal Right, and when he is ſo, God has made him our 
King, and requires our Obedience. | 
T hele principles are ſo very uſeful , eſpecially in all Revoluti- 

ons of government, that Subjects have great reaſon to with them 
true, and to examine over again thoſe {trict Pa of Loyal- 
ty, which if purſued to their juſt conſequences, muſt unavoidably 
in ſome Junctures, ſacrifice whole Kingdoms, at leaſt all Subject: 
who pretend to this degree and kind of Loyalty and Conſcience, 
to the ill Fortune of their Prince. 


SECT. IV. 


Some Reaſons and Arguments urged, and Objeftions auſwered, 
- for the further Confirmation of this Dottrine. 


=> we may examine this more impartially and more ſecure- 
ly rely uponthe Di&ates of Reaſon inthismartter, I oblerve, 
1, That the Scripture has given usno Directions in this Cale, 
but toſubmir,and pay all the Obedience of Subjects to the-prefent 
wers. It makes no diſtin&ion, that ever I could find, between 
rightful Kings and Ulurpers, berween Kings whom we mult,and 
whom we muſt not obey ; but the general Rule is, - Les every Sout 
be ſubje& to the higher Powers, for all power s of God, the Powers 
that be are ordatned of God : whoſoever therefore reſiteth the Power, 


reſiteth the Ordinance of God , and they that refift ſnail wes to 
| FDems- 


*F 
OS 


due to- Soveraign Powers, &e. 
themſehves damnation, 13 Rom. 1,2. To ſay the Apoſtle here 
ſpeaks of lawful powers, is gratis dictum , for there is no Evi- 
dence of 'it+ The Criticiſm between iz and Wrews will not 
do ; for they both ſignifie the ſame thing in Scripture , either 
force and power , or: authority :,i iu Yoanadinua: var ms. 
T will not be brought under the power of any thing , muſt ſignifie 
force, 1 Cor. 6. 12. and Jaws muſt tignifie authority and di 

nity, 1 Eph. 21. vazggue mins dpyis x) Eucias x, Jonduruws x, xuet- 
71G , which 'are ſeveral names and degrees of dignity and 
authority, ' as well as power. Kvadey and” YEnd/ar fignifie the 
ſame thing, the exerciſe of civil authority and power, 22 Luke 
25. and- therefore «i UZuoiu are the of YeundZorrs, thole who 
exerciſe authority and dominion ; the o apyerſzs, rhe Rulers, v.3. 
the  MiniFters of - God, which bear the Sword, wv. 4. In St. Peter , 
the Bamd's; and Hewes, the' King , and his Governours and 
Magiſtrates, 1 Peter 2.13, 14. Now there may be Kings and. 
Emperours and Rulers , who exercile civil government without 
a legal Title to ic ,-in the ſenſe of the ObjeRors, yet St. Paul 
has-made'no Exception againſt them ; 'but if they be the Pow- 
cts, if they-exercile the Supream Authority, they are of God, 
and-are - the:Ordinance of God : for.| xv2z oa is mis SEund- 
Zoy 3; which evidently' relates tothe Exerciſe of Civil Authority, 
not to a' legal Right.” And why ſhould we think the Apoſtle 
here intends a diſtin&tion unknown to Scripture : had there been 
any ſuch Rule before given, to ſubmit to lawful powers, but not 
to ſubmitiw-Uſurpers, there had been ſome pretence for un- 
derſtanding St. PaaPs all power of all legal power ; but there be- 
ing nothing like this any-where elſe in Scripture , if he had. in-: 
rended any ſuch -diftinQion, he -ought to have ſaid it in ex- 
' preſs words,orelſe no body could reaſonably have underſtood him 
to intend this precept of ſubjection to the higher powers', only 
of powers that had-a legal Righe. For then, in order to- the ful- 
filling of- chis-precept, - it would beneceſlary for Subjeds to exa- 
mine the Titlesof Princes,and to that end to be well skill'd inthe 
Hiſtory and Laws of a Nation,-and to.be able to judge between 
a pretended and real Right,and to know exactly whar gives areal 
Right, that they may know to whom they ought to pay ſubjeRi- 
on, and may not' miſplace their duty in. fo important - a . matter. 
And let any man judge tn whar perplexities this ſenſe of thz Apo- 
ſiles precept would involve the Conſciences of men 2. for theig are 
great diſputes among learned men, _— then ſhould — 
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ed men underſtand them ? And I cannot think that the reſoluti- 
on of Conſcience, in ſuch matte;s as all Mankind are concern- 
ed in, ſhould depend upon ſuch Niceties as learned men them- 
ſelves cannot agree in. Eſpecially if we conſider the Caſe of the 
Roman Empire, in which, for {9 many Ages wn the Titles 
of their Emperours were eicher all of them ſtark nought, or the 
very beſt of them very doubtful. And yet this Epiſtle to the R9- - 
mans was written to the Subjects of that Empire to dire them in 
the point of ſubjeftion and obedience. This I take to be little 
tes than a demonſtration, that this precept of St. Paul cannot be 
underſtood only of ſubjeion to powers that had a legal Right. 

Beſides this, the reaſon the Apoſtle gives for ſubmillion to the 


| higher powers is not a legal Right, but the Authority of God ; 


that all power (or every one, whoexerciſeth the ſupreme power) 
zr of God, and the Ordinance of -God; which ſeems plainly intended 


co wave the diſpute about the rm + Ye wers, Which was 
the Obje<&on of the Phariſees, againſt. ſu aaion to the Roman. 
power ; and an ObjeRion which no body made but themſelves: 
they thought they were not bound by God to ſubmit to the Ro- 
man powers ; nay, that they were bound by the Law,of God not 
to ſubmit to them, as being unjuſt Ulurpations upon the privi-- 
ledges and liberties of God's people , and therefore the Apoſtle 
tells them, that all power « of God ; the powers that be are ordained of 


_ God, wherein certainly he ever intended to juſtifie all the Reman. 


Ulurpations , or to vindicate the legality- of their power , 
which will as reaſonably juſtifie all the Revolutions- that ever 
were in the world ; bur. to aſſert the providence of God, and 
his ſupream authority, in transferring Gente and Empires , 
in removing Kings, and ſetting up Kings. And when the Apo- 
fthe ſays, All power ts of God, there is no reaſon to. confine this 
zo all legal powers, unleſs it were evidently the Doctrine of 
Scripture, that uſurped powers are not of God , which is fo far from: 
being true, that the contrary is evident ; that the woft high raleth. 
in the kingdom of men, and groeth. it to whomſoevver be will , 4 Dan. 
17. which is ſpoke with reference to the four Monarchies, which 
were all as manifeſt Uſurpations as ever were in the world ,. 


| and yet ſet up by the decree and counſel of God, and fore- 


told by a prophetick Spirit : and whoever will confine the pow-. 
er and authority of God, in changing Times and Seaſons, in remo- 
wing Kings and ſetting up Kings, to Human Laws, ought not to be. 
diſputed with. | 


, : | To 


due ta.Someraign' Powers, &c. A*t: - 


. To. this I add, that this diſtinQion, that only Legal, not Uſur- 
ped Powers, are.of God, had made the Apoſtles dire&tion lignifie 
. nothing, for the great Queſtion had been ſill undetermined, what 
Powers are of God, and; what Powers they muſt obey, if ſome 
Powers be of God, and ſome not, When he ſays, the Powers that 
be, had he confined this to the: then preſent Powers, it would have 
direted them-at that time, but had b2en no general direQion to 
\ Chriſtians in other Ages, to. obey the preſent powers, 'and then 
we have no.dire&tion in Scripture, what to do'in ſuch diſputed 
Caſes, unleſs by a. parity 'of Reaſon; and if we muſt obey ſuch 
| | powers, as the Roman power was, I know very few powers that 
we may not obsy ; for whatever Legal Right the Roman Eimpe- 
rors had, who by fear, or flattery, or other arts, extorted ſome 
kind of conſent from the Senate, it js plain, the Romans themſelves 
were great Ulurpers, and had no other Right to the greateſt parc 
of theic Empire, but Conqueſt and Uſurpation. 
This I'm-ſuse, . the only direQion gy is bo ſubmic to. 
thoſe who are in Authority, who-are in the actual adminiſtration 
.-of Government, to reverence and obey them, to pray for them, 
to pay Tribute to.them, as God's Miniſters, attending continually up-- - 
on thy very thing, and.not to.reſiſt them ;_but there is not the lea 
notice given us.of any kind of, Duty owing, or to. be paid to a: 
Prince out of Authority, and removed from the adminiſtration of 
Government, whatever his Right may be : We have no Example 
in Scripture, that any people were ever blamed for ſubmitting to-. 
the preſent powers, whatever the Uſurpation were, though we 
have Examples of their being condemned for refuſing to fubmic to. 
them ; witneſs the Propheſies-of Feremiab, and the Diſcourles of 
our "uk with the Scribes and Phariſees about paying Tribute- 
to Ce2/ar, 
Our Saviour's Argument relies wholly on the poſſeſſion of power, 
whoſe Image and Superſcription bath # ? Andif this be a good Rea- 
| ſon, it is goodin all other caſes ; that we muſt ſubmit to all Pgin-. 
ces, who are poſleſſed of the Soveraigg power, and are in the full, 
adminiſtration of Government: The Prophet Feremy's Argument 
| is Prophecy, or an expreſs Command from God to ſubmit to the 
| King of Babylon ; and there was great reaſon for an expreſs Com-. 
mand from God at that time, becauſe God himſelf had entailed 
| the Kingdom npon David's Poſterity, and therefore without an - 
expreſs Command from God, they could not ſubje& themſelves 
< any other Prince, while any of that Family were living, which 
18 


no. 
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which is the reaſon that Fehoiada the High-Prieſt- gives for 
depoſing Athaliah, who had Uturped the Throne for inc years, 
and anointing Foaſh the King's S0h 3 ' vebold' the King's Son 
ſhall Reign, as the Lord 'bath ſaid of 'tht" Sons of - David: But 
where God has made no entail of the Grown, but the entail 
is only by Humane Laws, there'is no need of Prophecy to 
dired& people to ſubmic to any new Prince, 'whom God ſets over 
chem. OY ns 1 
For we muſt 'obſerve, that this was at the beginning of the four | 
Monarchies, which God intended fſucctfiively to, erect, to whom ' 
he gave the Kingdoms of the World, nor excepting his own peo. 
ple Jrael; and in that Command-he gave to them to ſubmit to 
thoſe Powers, ( which was renewed by Chriſt and his Apottles) 
has taught all Chriſtians to do ſo-too, 'and not to oppoſe any Hn- 
mane Right or Intereſt againſt the Divine will and plealure, when 
it is ſufficiently declared, by the events of: Providence: And: the 
Prophecy of the four Monarchies is not yet at an end ; for under 
the fourth Monarchy the Kingdom of Chriſt was tobe ſet up, and 
Antichriſt was to appear, and the increaſe.and deſtruction of the 
Kingdom of Antichriſt is to be accompliſhed by great Ghanges and 
Revolutions in Humane Governments;' and when God has decla- 
red, that he will change Times and Seaſons, remove Kings, and 
ſet up Kings, to accompliſh his own wiſe Counſels, tt jaſtifies our. 
neceſſary, and therefore innocent compliances with fuch Revolu- 
tions, as much as if we were expreſly commanded tb'do fo, as the 
Fews were by the Prophet Feremiab. "This a man may ſay with- 
out Enthvſiaſm, or pretending to underſtand all the Propheſies of 
the Revelations, and to apply them to their particular events, 'for 
wichonr that we certainly know, that all the (great Revolutions 
of the World are intended by God to ſerve thoſe great ends; 
and when God will overturn Kingdoms and Empires, - remove 
and ſet up Kings, as he ſees will beſt ſerve the accompliſhment 
. of his own Counſels and Decrecs, it is very: hard;-if Subjects 
miſt nor quietly ſubmic to ſuch Revolutions ; we muſt not con- 
trary to our ſworn Duty and Allegtance: promote ſuch Revolu- - 
tions, upon a Pretence of fulfilling Propheſies, bur when they 
aie mate and iv:led, we ought to jubmit to them. 

- Now when we have no direftion in Scriprure at: a} abour- 
making-or unmaking -Kings,. or reltoring a diſpoſſetſed Prince 
rot Throne agatn, and all 'che Commands we have in Scrip- 
tare ab2>ur Obedience and SubjeRion to Government, manifeſtly 

| reſpect 
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reſpe& the- preſent Ruling Powers, ' without any diſtinQion 
between Rightful or Uſurped powers, it ſtems plainly to deter- 
mine this Queſtion on the ſide of the preſent powers ; as leaſt 
it leaves us to the guidance and condu& of Reaſon in this mat- 
ter, and therefore let us impartially conſider what Reaſon 

S. 

2. I obſerve then in the next place, that this gives the eaſieſt 
and moſt intelligible account of the Original of Humane Go- 
vernment ; that all Power is from God, who is the Soveraign 
Lord of the World. . | 

This has been a very perplext and intricate Diſpute both in 
Religion. and Politicks, and men bave zealouſly 'efpouſed dif- 
terent Hypotheſes, as they have had different ends to ſerve. 

The matter of Fa&t, how Monarchies firſt began, and what 
was the Original of particular Monarchies, is very obſcure for 
want of. Hiſtory, which is the only way to know it: Some 
think, all power was originally derived from the Choice and 
Conſent of the People-: others aſcribe it to the Right of -Con- 
queſt, which they think without more ado confers a Right of 
Government ; others think Conqueſt gives no Right, but the 
Submifſion of the conquered people, or the long continuance 
of ſuch an Uſurpation does ; eſpecially when ſuch a Govern- 
ment deſcends from Father to Son, and is become an Inheritance, 
eicher by Preſcription, or Laws ; which ſome men think then 
ſo Sacred, that they muſt in no caſe ſubmit to" any 'other Go- 
vernment, while any Legal Heir to the Crown is living, and 
makes his Claim. 

Now I think there is no doubt, 'but ſeveral Governments have 
been begun all theſe ways, bur till it is God, who by his Provi- 
dence advances men to the Throne, and'inveſts them with his 
Authority by all theſe ways ; for the Authority is Gods,: and- it 
e] his advancing them to the'Throne which gives-themi this At- 
thority, | OHNO. 1 EOS 

It is evident, there is no Natural Authority, but the Paternal 
and Patriarchal Authority ; and that Monarchies 'were erected 
upon the ruins or great diminution of it ; ant whether this wete 
by conlent, of (as js, moſt; probable) by violent Uſurpatiors, 
of which, Nimrod: ſeems to. have fet the firſt Example, it was 
equally unjuſt ; for .no Authority is fo Sacred, as what is-Natu- 
ral, which no.man had Authority to give away, or to gow : 


' 
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chority to Men, whohad no Authority of their own. | 

If the Choice and Conſent of the people makes a Prince,then 
no man is a Subje&, but he who conſents to be fo ; for the Major 
Vote cannot include my conſent, unleſs I pleaſe ; that is the effe& 
of Law and Compact or Force, not of Nature. If Subjedts give 
their Prince Authority, they may take ic away again, if they 
pleaſe; there can be no irreſiliible' Authority derived from the 
people ; for if the Authority be wholly derived from them, who 
ſhall hinder them from taking it away, when they ſee fit? Up- 
on theſe Principles, there can be no Hereditary Monarchy; one 
Generation can only chooſe for themſelves, their Poſterity ha- 
ving as much Right to choole as they had: - 

It Conqueſt gives a Right, then Force; the moſt unjuſt and 


violent Force,is Right; and then every man by the ſame Rule,who 


is ſtronger than I am, has a Natural Right to govern me: 

Submiſſion is only a forced and after-conſent not to make a 
King; but to own him, who has made himſelf King, and whom 
very often we would diſown and reje&, were ic fate to do ſo; 
and what Right can that give more than Force 2? | 

The continuance of an Uſurpation can never give a Right, 
unleſs that which is wrong can grow right by continuance: An 
Ulurper by long continuance may out-live thoſe, who formerly 
wore the Crown ; but does it give Right to him, who has none, 
that he out-lives thoſe, who had the Right? For though no body 
elſe has any Right co the Crown, how does this make him a 
Rightful King, who has no Right ? 

An Hereditary Right is either a continued Ulſurpation, which 
ean give no Right, or a Right by Law ; that is, by the conſent of 
the people to entail the Crown on ſuch a Family, which, as I ob- 
ſerved before, if Right be reſolved into the Choice and Conſent 
of the people, cannot be done ; for what Right had my Ance- 
ſtors three or four hundred years ago, to chooſe a King for me? 

Se that F cannot ſee where to fix the Foundation of Govern- 
ment, but in the Providence of God, who either by the choice of 
the-major or ſtronger part of the people,or by Conqueſt,or by Sub- 
miflion, and the long ſucceſfive continuance of power, or by Hu- 


mane Laws,gives a Prince and his Family poſſeflion ofthe Throne, 


which isa good Title againſt-all Humane Claims, and requires the 
Obedience and Submiffion of Subjefs as long as God is pleaſed to 


continue him and his Family in the Throne but it is no Title a- 
gainft God, if he-pleaſe to adyance another Prince. To 
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To fay that God ſets up no Prince, who aſcends the Throne 
without a Human and Legal Right, is to ſay, that ſome Kings are 
removed, and others ſer up, but not by God ; whichis a dire& 
contradiction to Scripture ; it is to ſay, That the Four Mpnarchies 
were not {et up by God, becauſe they all began by Violence and 
Ulurpation: It is to ſay, That God, as well as men, is contined by 
Human Laws, in making Kings : It is to fay, That the Right of 
Government is not derived from God, without the conſent of the 
People; for if God can't make a King without the People, or againf 
their Conſent declared by their Laws, the Authority muſt be deri- 
ved from the People, not from God ; orat leaſt if it be God's Au- 
thority, yet God cant” give it himſelf without the People, nor 
otherwiſe than as they have dire&ted him by their Laws. 

This is all very abſurd, and what thoſe p:rſons abhor the thoughts 
.of, who inſiſt ſo much upon a Legil Right, that they will own no 
King, who aſcends the Throne, without it, nor believe that God 
places him there without and againſt a Legal Right : but if they 
would examine themſelves for what Reaſon they believe that a 
King who has no Right to the Throne, is not ſet up by God, and 
_ Invelted with his Authority, they will tind, That it muſt ultimately 
reſolve it ſelf into the Authority of the People to make Kings, which 
it is. unjuſt for God himſelf to over-rule and alter 3 for a Legal En- 
tail is nothing more than the Authority of the Peoplez and if the 
People have ſuch an uncontroulable Authority in making Kings, I 
doubt they will challenge as much Authority to unmake them too. 
If the fole Authority of Government be from God, and God gives 
this Authority only by placing a Prince in the Throne, then by what- 
ever means he does it, it is the fame thing. When ſuch a Prince is 
ſetled in the Throne, he'is God's King and Miniſter, and mult be 
Reverenced and Obeyed by the People who live under his Govern- 
ment ; thus it muſt be, if all Power be of God. 
| But there are ſeveral Objections againſt this, which muſt be 
briefly anſwered. | | 

I. It is obje&ted, That this makes a Prince loſe his Right by 
being notoriouſly injured ; for if a proſperous Uſurper gets into 
the Throne, and ſettles himſelf there, God has taken away his 
Crow n, and given it to another; and therefore he ought not to at= 
tempt the recovery of his Throne ( nor any other Prince to affalt 
him in it ) which is to oppoſe God, and to challenge that which he 


has no longer any Right to. 
| | I anſwer, 


Object. 
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Anſwer. 1 anſwer, By no means: The Providence of God. removes 


Kings.and ſcts up Kings,but alters no Legal Rights,nor forbids thoſe 
who are diſpoſſcfſed of them, to recover their Right, when they 
can. While ſuch a Prince is in the Throne, it is a declaration of 
God's Will, that he ſhall Reigh for ſome time, longer or ſhorter, 
as God. pleaſes; and that is an obligation to Subjects to ſubmit and 
obey ; for Submiſſion is owing only to God's Authority 3 but that 
one Prince is at preſent placed in the Throne, and the other remo- 
ved out of it, does not prove, that it is God's Will it ſhould always 
be (o, and therefore does not diveſt the diſpoſſeſt Prince of his Le- 
al Right and Claim, nor forbid him te endeavour to recover his 
hrone , nor forbid thole who are under no obligation to 
the. Prince in poſſeſſion, to affilt the diſpoffefſed Prince to recover 
his Legal Right : A Legal and Succetfive Right is the ordinary way 
' whereby the Providence of God adyances \'rinces to any Hereditary 
Throne : And this bars all other human Claims ; but yet God may 
give the Throne to another, if he plcaſes ;. and this does not deſtroy 
the Legal Right of the diſpoſſeſſed Prince, nor hinder him from 
claiming it, when he finds his opportunity. | 
But it may perhaps be farther ſaid, If the diſpoſſeſſed Prince may 
fill have the Legal Right and Claim to the Crown, and he who js 
poſſeſſed of the Crown, may have none, is it not very unjuſt in Sub- 


:3<&s to pay Allegiance to him who is poſſeſſed*of the Throne with- 


out Right, and to withdraw. their Allegiance from him who has 
the Right? Isnot this to juſtifie and ſupport Injuttice and Violence, 
and to oppreſs oppreſſed Innocence and Right? And can the Provi- 


dence of God make that our Duty, which is fo manifeſtly unjuſt 


and, wicked ? 

I anſwer ; Todeny any man, much more a Prince, what is his 
juſt Right, and which I am bound to give him, is certainly very 
unjuſt, and that which the Providence of God can never juſtific'; 
but then we muſt conſider, What the-Prince's Right is; and, What 
is the Duty of Subjects ; and, When Subjects may be ſaid to deny 
their Prince's Right. | ma 

The Right of the Prince is to adminiſter the Government of the 
Nation ; the Duty of Subjects is to ſubmit to his Government, and 
obey his Laws, when he does aQuually adminiſter the Government z 


and thoſe who do not refuſe to obey him when he governs, deny 


him. no Right that they owe him 3 for there'is' no Duty *Sabjetts. 


owe to Princes, as Subjes, but to obey them; and* not- tos obey, 


when, they don't and can't Govern; is to deny no Right, Yes,. 
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Yes, you'l ſay, The poſſeſſion of, the Crown, and the actual Ad-- 
miniſtration of Government, is his Right z and if we own any other 
Governing Power, we deny him that Right. 

I-anſwer, Suppoſe he have a Legal Right to Govern, but can't; 
Obedience is not his Right and therefore to pay my Obedience to 
thoſe who do Govern, is no denial of his Legal Right; but a duc 
Submilſion to the Providence of God, who hath a Right ſuperiour 
” all Human Rights,” in the diſpoſal of Crowns and King- 

oms. 

The Duty of Subjects as ſuch, is to obey their Prince, and ſub-. 
mit to him whiltt he governs, and is in poſſeilion of the Throne : 
But then Kings mutt take ſome care alſo to preſerve their Crowns by 
good Government ; and if they will run the hazard of their Crowns, 
thoſe of their Subjects are certainly not to be blamed by ſuck a 
Prince, who did nothing to take his Crown from him. 

But ſome it may be will ſay, That ſuch Subjects are bound even in 
ſuch a caſe to maintain and defend their King in his Throne. 

I am not fo very-ſure of that ; 3 but this 1 am ſure of, That when- 
ever People have a good King, it is both their Duty and Intereſt to 
defend him ; and it they be not miſled by the Cunning and Arti- - 
fice of ill men, they will certainly do ſo. But if they have a very 
bad one, that notoriouſly violates their Rights, and breaks the Con- 
ſtitution upon which himſelf ſtands, and firikes at the deareſt things 
they Have, their Religion eſtabliſhed by Law, and their Properties, 
I doubt the caſe may be altered ; and though every body will not 
ſpeakit out, yet molt may ſay in their hearts, Let him go, if he can- 
not defend himſelf, It. is enough in conſcience patiently to bear o . 
bad'a Prince, ., but a little too much to venture their Lives and For- 
tunes to kcep, him inthe Throne to oppreſs them z this is againſt 
Reaſon and Nature, and I know no Law of God which requires 
it :, A Subje&, and a Soldicr 3 to Obey a Prince, and to Fight for | 
him, are two things 4 and to be a Subje& of any Prince, does. not , 


| cither by the Lawsof God or Man, neceſſarily: make him a Soldiex. 


But hay FF wenot ſworn to the, King, his Heirs and Lawtul Succel- 
ſors, todefend and maintain his Perſon, Grown, and Dignity: ? And. 


are we not bound by this Oath ? 

I anſwer, I | Zrant | it is ſo; but then we muſt diſtinguiſh two. 

parts in ts Oath: .1, The Natural Duty of. Subjects, which is Faith- 

and true Alle lege or Obedience .and Submiſſion to . the. Govern" 
- 


ment of, the 


2. That Duty and C Obligation which is ſuperinga, 
c 
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ced by Law, to maintain and defend the King's Right to the Crown, 
and all the Dignitics and Prerogatives of it, which is now made 
2 part, not of our Natural, but Legal Allegiance, ; 

The reaſon of the thing tells us, That this.is not an Arbitrary, but 
real Diſtin&tion; and then, tho our Natual and Legal Allegiance be 
both included in the fame Oath , they are of. a difltint Confidera- 
tion. 

Natural Allegiarce, or Obedience and Subjettion to Government; 
is due to the King,conſidercd in the actual Adminiſtration.of Govern- 
ment, and no otherwiſe, becauſe it:can be paid only to-the Regnant 
Prince, and it is due to all Kings, who are ſetled in the Govern- 
ment; for it is due to Government, and for that reaſon., to the- 
Prince who governs. 

Legal: Allegiance, or Maintenance and Defence, is due only by 
Law, and therefore can oblige no further than Human Laws do, 
which muſt always give way to the Laws of: God ; and therefore 
Natural Allegiance (in caſe of a Competition ): vacates the Obliga- 
tion of Legal Allegiance and Oaths . as the Laws-of. God and Nacure 
muſt take place of- all humane poſitive Laws and Oaths. If. then, 
I have ſworn.to maintain and- defend. my King, who has a Legal. 
Right co the Throne, whatever is meant by this Maintenance and 
Defence, if he happen to be diſpoſſeſſed of his Throne, and another 
Prince placed there, whom, in Reverence tothe Authority of God,l am. 
to obey, and ſabmit to, without Reliſtancez I amabſolved from my 
Legal Allegiance to maintain and defend my.cjze&ed Prince, becauſc 
I cannot do it without violating that: Allegiance, which'by. the Laws. 
of God I owe to. the Regnant Prince 3. for. I cannot defend the. diſ- 
poſſeſſed Prince, whom I have ſworn to defend, without oppoling, 
and reſiſting the Regnant Prince, whom-by the. Laws of God I am. 
bound to obey.. 

2. This Legal Allegiance, or Maintenance and Defence , is Sworn. 
enly to a. King in Poſſeſſion, and fignifies no:more, than to main- 
tain and defend him. in the Poſſeſſion of the Throne, as having a. 
Legal'Right to it: We can. legally take this Oath:only to a: King,. 
who is in: Poſſſhon, for it muſt be adminiſtred by his Authority ;: 
and the Obligation of Oaths muſt not: be extended beyond.the ne- 
ceffary Signification of Words ;- now to- maintain. and: defend the 
King's Perſon, Crown, and Dignity, and to: reftore him to his 
Throne, when he is diſpoſſeſſed; are two very different things ; and 
therefore. he, who Swears to maintain and defend, is not by virtue. 


due to Sovereign Powers, Se. 
of that Oath obliged £0 reſtore while a Prince 'is' on the Throne, 
Subjects are in a capacity to defend and preſerve' him there ;' and 
therefore may oblige themſelves to it, and* there may be Reaſons 

why this ſhould be exaQed from them 3 bue in» ordinary Caſes, if 

they cannot defend the King in Poſſeſſion, there is liccle likelihood . 
they ſhould be able to reſtore him; and therefore no. reaſon, that 

Subjects ſhould bind themſelves by ſych an Oath. | 
To venture our Lives and Fortunes to-preſerve the King's Perſon. 
and Government, while he is in Poſſzilion, is reaſonable enough; 
becauſe it is a real Service to our King and Country, to prevent un- 
juſt Uſurpations, - which overturn the Government, and often un- 
ſectle or deſtroy the Laws, and with them. the Rights. and Liberties. 
of Subje&s, as well as the Right of the King; but tor Swear 
to do our utmoſt to- reſtore the King, when he is diſpoſſeſſed , 
is to Swear never to. ſubmit to- uſurped Powers , but to take 
all Opportunities to . overthrow fuch Governments to. reſtore our 
King, which is contrary to our Duty,, when God, removes bac 
King, and ſets up another;. which. expofs our Lives and Fortunes 
to ruin, when we cannot ſerve: our King by it; which provokes. 
ſuch new Powers, if they be not more merciful, to-ſecure themſelves. 
by rooting out ſuch ſworn Enemies co their Government; and then 
the Conſequence of this Oath,. is, That if our King be driven.our 
of the Land, we will follow him-into Baniſhment, or vencure be- 
ing hanged at home; that we will diſturb all Governments, and 
xaiſe Rebellions, and Civil Wars, it we can, to reſtore our King, 
tho with the utter Ruin and Deſtruction of the Nation. I believe,, 
ſhould all this be expreſſed. in an OM, there is no Man in: his wits. . 
would take it, for the fake of the beſt Prince that ever ſway'd a: 
Scepter ; and how unreaſonable then is it, . to-expound an. Oath co. 
ſuch a Senſe, as no Man would have taken it. in, had it been ex-- 
preſſed ? However it. appears, that there is (ach. a vaſt:difference be- 
tween maintaining and defending a Regnant Prince, and reftoring a Diſ- 
poſleſſed-Prince, that. to-reftore is. not. neceſiarily included-in.maintain= 


by we Swear not only to-the Ring, but: tohis Heirs, and Lawful 
Succeſſors, who-are not in. Actual Poſlciſion 3 and-therefore that mult: 
ſignify. to give them. Poſſeſſion : Right! if the King dye: poſſeſt of 
the Crown, we Swear to- maintain the Succeſſion, ard to-own the: 
true Heir, for oyr King but if the King be driven out of Poſſeſhon,,. 
and. his. Heirs with him:, and. another Prince poſſeſſed fg the: 
: rone;, 


—_ 
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Throne, this Oath can.no. more, oblige us to (ct the Baniſhed Heir 
Li: CI ©l "05 $5-Þ 5 v 43 eun {.*. ” (2 £ C7 332+7- 
upon the Throne. than to reſtore the'Baniſhed King, aha 
But by Iwearing to the Heirs, and Legal or Lawfil Succeſſors, we 
Swear not to own, or ſubmit to any Prince, who is not the Legal 
Heir, That 1 deny ; we Swear, if. you pleaſe, not to make it our 
Ac, not to ſet. up. any Prince, who is _not the right Heirz* and we 
Swear to own the right Heir, if he gets Poſſeſſion ; 'but we' do not 
Swear not to ſubmit to any Prince, who gets into Poſſellion, and is 
ſetlcd in the Throne without a Legal Right; the words fignify no 
ſuch thing, no more than Maintaining and Defending, ſignifies Re- 
fioring. , 27k DE br KBS $7 Sl er << 
3. -I obſerve further, That this Maintenatice and Defence, which! 
we Swear of the King's Perſon and' Grown; 'is'6nly a'Legat Mainte- 
nance and Defence; for the Law will not jultify, much lefs does it” 
command any illegal Defence ; and therefore a Legal Oath tan ob-. 


hanged for it, ſuch a Prince cnot hurt them; and the late Revo- 
lution teaches us, ( and all Princes ought. to take warning by it ) 
how eaſily a Prince is ruined,” when he has forfeited the Aﬀecticns; 
and the Legal Defence of his Subjeas, by the Exerciſe of an Illegal 
and Arbitrary Power; and if the Oath of Allegiance does not 
oblige Subjects to defend a Prince in the Exerciſe of an Arbitrary 
Power; I think, it much. Iefs obliges them to reſtore ſuch a, Prince, 
Ry rower wah km OD OORETTTT OHRTTR 60320 
But that which I mean, by. a Legal Defence,(let the Cauſe be what 
it will) is ſuch a Defence, as the Law requires all Subjeats to' give 
their King ; for a Legal Oath can require no other Defence than the 
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olfeiſion, 


1 fend a Difpoſſefled Prince by oY in the. Milttia, or Poſſe Comitatus, 
"<> | 


not Lawyer enough 
7 Kibg our of Poſſeſ- 


«IF? 


This the whole Nation, both Prince and Feople have, ſufficiently 
dreſſes of Lives and 


to reſtore the King, when ——— his Throne, at the Ex- 
pence -of their Lives-and Fortunes; Te 
- 74+ It is worth cogſidering alfo'; That the Oath'of Allegiarice is 
ai'National Oath ;-and therefore the _— Or, mainitenance we 
ſwear, is National, that is; to join with'our Fellow-ſubje&s in'de- 
fending-the King's Perſon and Crown': for ſingle Subjects cannot 
dothis'by themſelves, and the way to oblige them all, is to impoſe 
a Natioval Oath to'be raken by all Subjets, Too 
- "Now ſach/Oaths as theſe oblige every particular Min to dp'no in; 
jury co the King's Perſon or Crown, not to enter into' Plots 'and 


; Conſpiracies againſt him; and as for aual defence; chearfally'to- 


venture his Life and Fortunes with his Fellow-ſabje&s to preve 
cham- 


the King. But in caſe the great Body of the Nation abfoly 
ſelves; from-theſe Oaths, and depdfethetr King: arid Trivehil j-— 
of bis Kingdom,! and ſetup another Printe if his room! KiP'w 
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T he Caſe of the Allegiance | | 
pouring, Whether ſome private men, it may be but a little harid- 
ful, are fill bound by their Oath, to.make ſome weak and dange- 
rous attempts, and to fight for their, King againſt their Country; 
certainly this was not the intention of the Oath, for it is a National, 
not a private Defence, we ſwear ;. and therefore a general revolt of 
a Nation, though it ſhould be wicked: and-anjuſtifiable, yet it ſeems 
to excuſe thoſe, who had neither hand nor heart in it, from their 
ſworn defence of the King's Perſon, and Crown, and to make their 
compliance with the National Government jnnocent and neceſſary. 
For an Oath to fight for the King, does not oblige us to tight againſt 
our Country, which is as unnatural, as to fight againſt our King, 
The ſum is this 3 God,; when he ſees fit, can remove Kings, or (ct 
up Kings, without any regard to human Right, as being the Sove- 
reign Lord of the World , who rules in the Kingdoms of Men, and 
giveth them to whomloever he will: but Subjes, in ſetting up, or 
removing Kings, mult have regard to Legal Right; and if they pull 
down a rightful King, and ſet up a King without right, (unleſs the 
Conſtitution of the Government in ſome Caſes ſhould allow it) 
greatly ſin in it, eſpecially when they have ſworn the defgnce.of the 
Legal Right, and Legal Succeſſion : but the Duty and Allegiance of 
Subjes does not immediately reſpet Right, but the actual admini- 
tration of Government, when there is a ſecled Government in a Na- 
tion; for that is God's Authority, which muſt be obeyed : no man 
mult ſwear away this, no more than any other part of his Duty ; and 
nv man does ſwear away this by the Oath of Allegiance, as I have 
already ſhown. ; 

But it will be farther objected, That if this Dodrine do not take 
away the Legal Right, yet it makes it impoſſible for ſuch an injur'd 
Prince to recover his Right, when all his Subje&s have ſworn Alle- 
giance to a new Prince, and therefore canno longer afliſt him. 


I anſwer ; This may be called a difficulty in Providence, if you | 


. pleaſe, but it is no dithculty to the Subje&, if he purſue his Duty 


in it, unleſs a pallionate affection for the diſpoſſeſled Prince make it 
a difficulty : but ſuch a misfortune as this, can rarely happen.to a 
beloved Prince ; and when Subjects are overpowered by force, and 
can neither defend themſelves, nor their Prince, there is no remedy 


left but to yield to neceflity, and leave every thing elſe to_the Di- 


vinc Providence. 112 Nt | 
. The Divine Providence has ways and methods of removing Kings, 
and ſetting up Kings, which we are not aware of, nor concerned 

: to 
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to know, becauſe it is no part of our duty : No man could have 
foreſeen, how Ch..II. ſhould havexeturned,who had a powerfal Army 
againſt him or F. IT. be driven out of his Kingdom, at the Head of 
2 powerful Army, without ſhedding of blood. All the Plots and 
Conſfpiracies of the Loyal Party were vain, and had no other effect, 
but to bring ſome worthy and gallant Men to an unhappy end ;z but 
what they could not do, God did without them z and all ſuch Ca- 

{es we muſt leave to God. , fy imh 

But does not this encourage daring and ambitious Spirits to graſp Objeffio. 
at Crowns, and invade their Neighbours, when they know that Suc- 
ceſs gives them Sovereign Authority, and obliges Subjects, not- 
CY all former Oaths, to pay all Duty- and Allegiance ts 

em ? | TC OEEDOTSS 

Ambitious and daring Spirits need no other encouragement but Anſwer. 
Power to graſp at Crowns; and if they have this, they value no 
more : promiſe them but Succeſs, and they will try, whether Sub- 
jeas will obey or not. I dare ſay, ſuch men never took it into con» 
fideration, whether Subjets would think themſelves bound in Con» 
ſcience-to obey them, in caſe they prevailed ; they-ſeldom trouble 
themſelves about Conſcience, but truſt to other Arguments to ſecure 
their Thrones, when they have once gotten them. And if they 
take this DoErine all together, as they muſt do, if they encourage 
their Ambition, by Reaton, and Principles, it will give no encou- 
 ragement to Ambitious Spirits without a great doſe of Enthuſiaſt ; 
For if the Kingdoms of the World be diſpoſed by God, and no Azt 
or Power can place any Prince on the Throne, but by God's appoint- 
ment, unleſs they can flatter themſelves, that God has ordain'd 
them to be Kings, it will check all their ambitious Attempts, which 
God can ſo eafily defeat. | | 

But if this Dodrine ſhould prove inconvenient to Princes, and 
dangerous to their Thrones ; 1 am fure the contrary Dodtine is 
much more dangerous to Subjets, when any ſuch Revolution hap- 
pens:; for it ſacrifices them to the rage and fury of Conquering and 
Reigning Princes, when they are obliged by Principles of -Conſci- 
ence to oppoſe and diſown their Government , which it is folly to- 
think any Prince will endure; and though I have as great a reve- 
rence for Princes as any man, Ido not think the Right and Intereſt 
of any Prince ſo conſiderable, as the Safety and Preſervation of a 
Nation, and the Lives and Fortunes of all his Subjects. , 
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 Anſw. 


Object. 


2 Chr. 23. 


I, 2. 


 Hnſw. 


' Fhe Caſe of the dllegrance 

- na word, The ObjeQors do 'not think it a ſufficient Confuta- 
tion of. the DoGrine of Non-refiſtance, and Paſſive Obedience, to 
ſay, That this puts it into the King's power, to invade the Laws 
and” Liberties, the Lives and Fortunes, of his SubjeRs at pleafure 
and yet there is more danger of this from an Ambitious and Arbi- 
trary Prince, than there is, that the Doctrine of Ovedience and Sub- 
milhon to the Governing Powers, ſhould encourage Ambitious' Spi- 
Tits to invade their Neighbours Thrones z the Divine Providence 
-=_ care of all ſuch extraordinary Caſes, and there we mult leave 
nem. 

But have not Pyrates and Robbers as good a Title to my Purſe, 
as an Utſurper has to the Crown, which he ſeizes by as manifeſt 
force and violence ? Does not the Providence of God order and 
diſpoſe all theſe events'?: And are we' not bound then as much to 
ſubmit to Pyrates, as to Ulſurpers ? 

Fhe diſpute is not about human and legal Right in either Caſe, 
but about Authority, which is the only reaſon of a conſcientious 
ſubjetion; now no Man pretends, that Thieves and Pyrates have 
God's Authority, to which we muſt ſubmit z but the Scripture ex- 
preſly tells us, That Kingdoms are diſpoſed by God ; That all 
Power is of God ; and therefore when any Prince, by what 
unjuſt means ſoever , with reſpe& to Men , is placed in the 
Fhrone, and' fetled there, He is advanc'd by God, is God's Ordi- 
nance; Gods Miniſter, and muſt be obeyed for Conſcience fake : 
And therefore the outrages of Thieves and Pyrates are very imper- 
tihently alledged in this Cauſe. They have force and violence, 
which every Man muſt ſubmit to, when he cannot help it ; but So- 
veraign. Power is God's Authority, though Princes may be advan- 
ced to it by no honeſter means, than Thieves take a Purſe, or break 
open my Houſe, and take my Money, or Goods. The beginnings of. 
the four Monarchies were no better, and yet their Power was God's. 

But did not Fehojada the High+prieſt —_— the King's Son, 
and depoſe and kill 4tb2liah, who had uſurped the Throne for fix 
years? And did he think then, that an Uſurper's poſſethon of the 
Throne, required the Allegiance and Fidelity and Obedience of the 
Subject * 

x, All that this Story amounts to, is no- more than this, That 
when the Legal and Rightful Heir is actually poſſeſſed of his Throne, 
Subje&ts may return to thejr Allegiance, and by the Authority of 


their King proſecute the Uſurper ; for Foaſh was firſt anointed and 
pro» 
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proclaimed, before any one Rtirred a finger againſt Arbalinh - Now 
this is a very different Caſe from railing Rebellions againſt a Prince, 
who is in the poſſeſſion of the Throne , to reſtore an ejected 
Prince, | we 

2, But this was a peculiar Caſe; for God himſelf had entailed 
the Kingdom of Jxdah on the poſterity of David, and therefore no- 
thing could juſtify their ſubmiſhon to an Ulurper, when the King's 
Son was found, to whom the Kingdom did belong by a Divine 
entail z and by this, Fehojada juſtihes what he did, Behold, the King's 
ſon fhall reign, as the Lord bath ſaid of the ſonrof David. Now when 
God has entailed the Crown by an expreſs declaration of his Will, 
and nomination of the Perſon, or Family, that ſhall Reign' ( as it 
was in the Kingdom of Fx4ah _) Subjects are bound to adhere to 
their Prince of God's chuling, when he is known, and to perſe- 
cute all Uſurpers to the utmoſt, and never ſubmit to their Govern-= 
rent ; but in other Kingdoms, where God makes Kings, and en- 
tails the Crown, not by expreſs nomination, but by his Providence, 
the placing a Prince in the Throne, and ſetling him there in the full 
adminiſtration of the Government, is a reaſon to ſubmit to him, as 
to God's Ordinance and Miniſter. | 

But it is firrther urged, That according to theſe Principles, all 
Kings are ſet up: by God, and yet God expreſly charges Trae! with 
making Kings without him, Hoſea 8. 4. They have ſet up Kings, but 
not by me \, they have made Princes, and I knew it not. 

Now r. This is not true as to all the Kings of Iael, after their 
ſeparation'from the Tribe of 'Fadab ; for ſome of - the Kings were 
ſet up by God's own'ippointment'and nominatioti, as Feroboanr and 
Febn, and their' poſterity : So that this can be true only.of choſe 
Kings, who Reigned over 1/72! between the-Poſterity of Feroboam 
and Fehx, and after the Kingdom was taken from the Line of 

m=—_— TR COT RT as Np 
wo 2.' One of theſe Kings was Biaſhah, Who Mlew'Nad2b/ the Son of 
Ferobozm, and made hitnſelf King without God's expreſs. nomina- 
tion and appointment, and yet God tells him, I exalted thee ot of 
the duſt, \and made thee Prince over my people Iſrael. And all the' other 
Kings, who were not nominated by God, nor andinted by any Pro- 
phet,/ rio* thore' than Baaſha' was, were yet ſet up by God, as he 
was _ eh dz V on vials | Fre a | | 4 k: _ ; : 2 | | mn 
"3 The'true Anſwer then is this ! Tſraet was originally a Theocragy, 
as well as Jadab; and though God DO them at tlieir requeſt 
=o | 2 to 
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te have Kings, yet he reſerved the appointment of them to himfelfs. 
and therefore, as in the Kingdom of «dah, he entailed the Crown: 
on David's Poſterity, ſo he appointed Feroboam to be the firſt King, 
in Iſrael, and they ought, when that Line was cut off, to have con- 
ſulted God, and received: his nomination, by his Prophets, of a 
new King ; but inſtead of that, when Feroboam's Line, and Jebr's,. 
were cut off, who were the only Kings named by God, and a- 
nointed by his Prophets, they ſubmitted. to any, who. could ſet 
themſelves over them : This was a great fault in a people who were. 
under the immediate Government of God.; for hereby they fell out 


of the ſiate- of Theocracy, into the common condition of. the reſt of _ 


the World, where Kings are ſet up by the Providence of. God, as 
Baaſha was, but not by his appointment and nomination ;. which. 
was the privilege of Iſrael, but which it ſeems they deſpiſed and. 
negle&ed, as no privilege. or favour; as great a Crime, as for Eſau 
co contemn his Birth-right z and therefore are: very juſtly. reproved. 
for it by God, and charged with it as a great crime, it being in ef- 
fe, a renouncing their. prerogative, of being God's peculiar Peo- 
le.. -- 
: 34ly, To juſtify this Do&rine of Obedience and Allegiance to. 
the preſent Powers, there is an Argument, which I know ſome Men 
will not like, but muſt, be a good Argument to thoſe, who moſt ſcra- 
ple the new Oath; viz. That it is founded on the fame Principle with 
the Doctrine of Non-refitance and Paſſive-obedience,. and therefore both 
muſt be true, or both. falſe ;. for it is founded on this Principle, 
That God makes Kings , and inveſts them. with his Authority ;. 
which equally proves, That all Kings, who have received a Sove-- 
raign Authority from God, and are in:the aQual adminiftration:of 
it (which is the only evidence we have that they have received it 
from. God ) muſt be obeyed, and muſt not.be reſiſted. Set aſide 
this Principle, That all Soveraign Princes receive their Authority 
from God, and I. grant. that Non-reſiſtance. is-nonſenſe; for. there 


is no other irreſiſtible Authority, but that of: God.. -If God. have 


given. a Soveraign Authority. to them, they.are immediately his 


' Miniſters, . and, unaccountable to their Subjects ; but if they receive 


their Authority from. Men, and human Laws, I 'cannot imagine, 
that their Power is any more than a Truſi, of. which they, mult give 
an account to-thoſe who have entruſted them with it, according ta 
thoſe Laws, by which. they were entruſted-to. exerciſe that Power 
for. whether. there: be. any expreſs proviſion made in the Law o ja 
t i 
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them toan account or not, the- nature of the thing proves, that if 
they receive their Power from Men, they are accountable to them z. 
for thoſe who give Power, may take an account of the uſe and 
abuſe of it. 

. Lam fare St. Paul, who moſt expreſly teaches this Dodtrine of Rom. 13: 
Non-reſiſtance, joyns: theſe two together, Obedience to the preſent 
Powers, and Non-reliſtance, and deduces them both fromthe ſame 
Principle, That all. Power is of God: Let every ſoul be ſubjed to the 
bigher powers, for all power is of God 3. the powers that be, are ordained of 
God; be therefore that reſiſteth the power, refiteth the ordinance of God, and. 
they that reſiſt, ſhall receive to themſelves damnation. 

And Bp. Overal's Convocation Book,, which is lately publiſhed, the 
principal deſign of which is to aſſert the irreſiſtible Authority: 
of Sovereign Princes, does as plainly affert this too, That all ſetled: 
Governments, whatever their beginnings were, have God's Au- 
thority, and muſt be obeyed 3 of. which; more above : For thoſe. 
wiſe Men , who fate in that Convocation, plainly ſlaw the neceſ(- 
fary connexion between Non-reliftance, and Obedience to the pre- 
ſent Powers; both which were equally reſolved into the Authority 
of God, in removing Kings, and ſetting up Kings. So that Obe- 
dience and Allegiance to the preſent Powers, when they are once 
well ſetled among us, is ſo far. from. being a_ renouncing of the 
Dodrine of Non-refiſtance and Paſſive-obedience, that thoſe who re- 
fuſe to comply, muſt renounce the only Principle whereon that 
Do&rine is reaſonably founded, and conſequentially renounce the. 
Dodrine it (elf. | 

4thly; To:fay, That when the Divine Providence has removed: 
one King, and ſet; up another, we muſt not own this new Prince, 
nor pay the Duty of Subjects to him, if he have no Legal Right, 
is to deny God's Authority to remove Kings, or to ſct- up - Kings 
againſt Human Law; for he cannot make a King ,. if- he. cannot 
oblige us to obey him z. nor can he remove. a King, if-he- cannot 
diſcharge us from-cur- Allegiance to him.; and thoſe axe bold mien: 
who will venture to ſay,in plain contradictionto Scripture, that God: 
cannot remove or ſet up Kin 

thly. Nay this limits the Providence of God, in governing Kin 
and proteRing Innocent-and Injured Subjets: We ſay, the Puniſh 
ment of. Sovereign Princes, whoare unaccountable-to their Subjects, 
is peculiar to.God, whois the King of kings3 and thus we auſwer- 
the. Objections againſt Non-Reſifance, That: if Princes abuts thats @ 
WeT3- 
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Power, God will puniſh them for it;' and''ddliver their oppreſſed 
© Subjects; but it ſeems God has no way to do this, bat either to turn 
their hearts,or to take them out of the World; for he cannot remove 
them from the Throne ; or if he does, the Subje&s are mever the 
berter for it ; for they muſt not own any other Prince, though he 
weuld be never fo kind to them ;5 but muſt bring'new calamities 
upon themſelves by an obſtinate adhering to their old Prince, and 
provoking the new one: This ſeems very hard, thit when God has 
actually delivered us, we muſt refaſe our deliverance; That we will 
not allow. God to deliver us, unleſs he do it by Law; as if God 
were as much contined to human Laws, as Men are : It is enough, 
methinks, if we ſuffer patiently, without violating the Laws to de- 
liver our ſclves; but Jet God who is above all human Laws, deli- 
ver us what way he pleaſes. 
6thly, That which is till more conſiderable, is the neceſſity of 
Government to preſerve human Societies z for human Societies muſt 
not diſſolve into a Mob, or Mr. Hobbs's ſtate of Nature, becauſe: the 
Legal Prince has loſt his Throne, and can no longer govern. Biſhop 
Quicquid Sanderſon tells us, That the end of Civil Covernment, and of that 
enim fnis Obedience which is duc toit, is the Safety and Tranquility of Hu- 
alicuyus man Societies ; and therefore whatever is neceſſary and uſeful 'to 


"4 4 this end, becomes ovr Duty ; for the End preſcribes the Means. © * 
eſt, eaterins fieri oportet, in quantum ei fini conſequendo neceſſarium wel utile videbitur. Civil 
autem regimints, ejuſque que ipſe debita eft obedientia, finis eft, humans Societatis ſalus & tran- 
quilitas, De Oblig. Conſc. 1. 5. Sett. 19. | 


And therefore this Great Man, and the moſt.zealous Loyaliſts,, do 
own it lawful for Subjects to pay ſome.kmd of ſubmithon, and com- 
pliance, to Uſurped Powers. Let us then examine what it is they al- 
low, and whether it anſwers the great End, which gives Law in 
all theſe Caſes, The ſafety and tranquility of Human Societies. 

Tbid. Set. They: grant then, that. we may obey the Laws of ſuch a Prince, 
16,17, 18, who has no Right or Authority to make them, if they contain no- 
= thing which is ſinful (which is an exception againſt all Laws, 
whatever Prince makes them) ard may defend our Countrey againſt 

a Foreign Enemy, may adminiſter Juſtice to reward the Good, and 

puniſh the Wicked, and. preſerve the Trade and Carmerce of: the 

tion ; but then we muft have no regard to the Authority of the 

Prince, nor of his Laws for he has no Authority, and his Laws do 


by not oblige the Conſcience z but we may thus far comply to preſerve . 
£ p our 
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our {c}ves, our Liyes, ant Fortynes, and Fitates, and for the good 
of HE Contndiaitty andcuriofy fickle to'the Retgning Prince for his 
proteQtion , and the many'Bleffings they enjoy under” his 'Govern- 
ment; though a late Writer thinks this gratitude a little tov much, 
and not owing to an Vſzrperz which ſeems ſtrange; for I will chank 
any man, and make grateful. Returns too of his kindneſs, who has 
power (whatever his Authority be) to do me hurt, and docs me 
none, but.a great deal of good. I am ſorry Loyalty, which is 4 
very great Virtue, ſhould put men out of conceit with-any kind or 
inſtances of Gratitude ; which T think is not a lcfs Virtue than that. 
But tho I greatly reverence the profound Judgment of Biſhop Sar- 
derſon, 1 cannot be of his mind in 'this point; if the Safety and 
Tranquility of Human Societies requires any thing of us,” it bothte- 
quires and jultifies a great deal more, _ Rs 
For 1. As he ſtates the matter, this deſtroys Civil Government, 
and a governed Society for here is neither King, nox Subject, no 
Authority to Command, nor Duty to Obey ; hid I {appoſe no Man, 
who conhiders it well, will call this a Civil Government, or a Ci- 


would have a Civil Society preſerved, this is the fundamental Law 
of all ; but he will allow no Authority to ſupport it , which is as 
vain a deſign, as to reſolve to maintain the SuperſtruQure, but to 
take away. the Foundation. The Prince governs by force, without 
Authority ; the Subjet obeys for fear or gratitude, without a ſenſe 
of Duty, which may laſt as long as the Prince has Power, or the 
Subjeds are in good Humour, and. no longer; and is this a ſure 
bottom, for the Safety and Tranquility of Human Societics ? If Hu- 
wan Socictics muſt be preferved, then the neccflities of Government 
give Authority to the Prince, and lay an Obligation of Duty on 
the Subjet; if God will preferve Human Societies. . we .muſt 
conclude, that when he removes one King out of the Throne, 
he gives his Authority to him whom he places there ; for 
without Authority , Human Societies muſt disband ; Power 
may tye them together a while, but can never unite. them 'into' a 


Civil Body, without the Bands and Ligaments of, Duty and Con- 


ſcience. ag 

_ 2. For would ask, Whether the care. of my own, Prefcrvation, 

and the publick Duty, and Gratitude to the Government for my 

Protection, do oblige me in Conſcience to. obey and ſubmit.to the 

Government, and the Prince who Governs, and*to wilh and pray 
: r, 


for, and do my utmoſt to endeavour their Proſperity ? If it does, 1 
ſee no difference between this and Allegiance ; and what I'am bound 
in Counſcience to do, I may ſwear to do: If it does not, then am 
at Liberty to diſturb the Government , notwithſtanding all my 
gratitude, when I can;z nay, am under Obligation by my Al- 
legiance to the Diſpoſſeſſed Prince, to do it when I can ; and how 
does this contribute to the Safety and Tranquility of Human Socic- 
ties? | 

\ 3+ Suppoſe then the Government does not think its ſelf ſafe, to 
leave all Men at Liberty to diſturb it when they pleaſe, and when 
they haye a promiſing Opportunity to do it , but ſhould require an 
Oath of Fidelity from them, which, we ſee, is the univerlal Pra- 
or of all Governments z what ſhall Subjeas do in this 

aſc ? / 

According to theſe Principles, no Subje&t , when his Rightful 
Prince, to whom he owed, or to whom he had ſworn Allegiance 
(which the Biſhop makes the ſame Caſe) is diſpoſſeſſed, ought to 
ſwear Fidelity and Allegiance to any other Prince; and now, then 
let us ſuppoſe, that they all did their Duty, and refuſed this Oath, 
and the Prince had power enough to compel them ; what muſt be 
the effed of this, but the utter Ruin and Deſtruction of the Nati- 
on? The Land, indeed, would remain as it was, and where it 
was, for that can't be removed ; but the People of it muſt cither be 
deſtroyed, or impriſoned, or tranſplanted into ſome Foreign Coun- 
trics, as was formerly practiced in the Eaſtern Conqueſts , witneſs 
the Ten Tribes, who were carried away Captive, and the Country 
new peopled z and is not this a Diſſolution of Human Society ? And 
if the Preſervation of Human Society, be the great ultimate end of 
Government, and will juſtify what it makes neceſſary , nothing 
can be a Duty, which if univerſally obſerved , muſt unavoidably 
in all ſuch Revolutions of Government, deſtroy Human Socie- 
Lies. | 

For to ſay, That it can never be ſuppoſed, that all, or the great- 
eſt part of any Kingdom in ſuch Revolations will adhere to their 
Duty, and obſtinately refuſe to. {wear Allegiance to a new Prince, 
and that is ſufficient topreferve the Nation, tho ſome few conſcien- 
tious People ſuffer by it, does not alter the Caſe; for till, accord- 
ing to theſe Principles, Human Societies in ſuch Revolutions can- 
not be preſerved without Sin; for if all Men did their Duty, they 
muſt all be deſtroyed: Now, I believe it will be hard to perſwade 

| | any 
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due to Fovereron Powers, Vee: 
auy. conſidering Men , that that which in ſuch Cafes is heceſſary to 
_ preſerve a. Nation, is a Sin; and that which will infallibly deftroy 
it, is a Duty and Virtue; if we allow the fafety and preſervation of 
Human Societies, to be the.great Law of all. | 
4. I obferve further, that as cautious as the Biſhop is, That we 
ſhould pay Obedicnce to Ulurped powers, without owning their Au- 
thority ; yet he is forced to allow us to do ſuch thmgs for the pub- 
lick Good, as cannot be done without ownirg the Authority ; as 
the Defence of our Country againit a Foreign Enemy, and the Ad- 
miniliration of publick Juiticez for this muſt be done by Commil- 
fion from the King, and, I ſuppoſe, to take a Commithon from him, 
owns his Authority, and owns it to be a good Authority ; for it 
they hang avy Man cither by Military Diſcipline, or Civil Juſtice, 
and have not good Authority for it, they are Murderers. The 
truth is, to exerciſe all che. Acts of Civil Government, which arc 
neceſſary for the Community , without owning the Authcrity ot 
the Prince, in whoſe Name, and by whoſe Authority all is tran(ſ- 
acted, is a Riddle to me; if we muſt not own the Authority of the 
Prince, we mult do nothing by.his Authority, and then Civil Go- 
vernment in ſuch Caſes muſt ceaſe, and Human Societies diſſolve. 
So that the preſervation of Human Societies does of neceſſity force 
us to own the Authority, even of Vſurped Powers; and if the preſer- 
vation of Human Societics be the: end of Civil Government, and 
the reaſon of that Obedience which we owe to Government, as the 
Biſhyp aſſerts z then when an obltinate Allegiance to the Diſpoſſefſed 
Prince muſt diſſolve Civil Government, the reaſon of that Alleg- 
ance ceaſes, and therefore that Allegiance mult be at an end ; and 
when Allegiance to Uſurped Powers, is neceffiry to the greſeryation 
of the Society, it mult become a Duty. . 


5. The Biop reſolves all-this into the preſumed Conſent of the 11:4. ve#. 
ejected Prince, that his Subjeds ſhould rather conſult their own 21. 


ſafety by a modeſt compliance with the preſent Powers, than bring 
certain Ruin upon themſelves by an unſeaſonable Oppoſition: Now 
tho I confeſs, I lay no ſtreſs upon a preſumed Conlent; yet, if we 
will preſume, ,we ſhould preſame all that is reaſonable, that is, all 
that is neceſſary for the Preſervation of his Subje&s, when he can 
govern them, and prote& them no longery and then we may pre- 
ſume his Conſent to Oaths of Allegiance and Fidelity, when this is 
neceſlary to their preſervation; and I can very eatily preſume, that 
Princes think this a leſs fault, -— ſome Subjeds do; they know 

| | what 
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The Caſe of the Allegiance- 
what they themſelves expe from Subjes, where they have Power, 
whatever their Right be, and therefore cannot complain of their 
Subjects, it they piy it to another Prince, in-whoſe Power they 
aro; this is the !'ractice of the whole World, and: Princes know 
it; and may as reaſonably be prelumed to allow it, as any other 
Ad of Obedience and Subjcaion to Ulſurped Powers. And tho l 
will not meddle with that Queſtion , Whether a King's leaving his 
Kingdom in a great Fright, without any one to Govern and Pro- 
re his Subjects, be to all intents and purpoſes an Abdication of 
the Government? Yet one may reaſonably preſume . that a King, 
who torſakes his Kingdom to conſult his own Safety, will give his 
Subjze&s leave to conſult theirs if this'will jultify a King to 
ſave himielf by leaving his Kingdom ; why will it not juſtify Sub- 
jects, when their King has left them, to fubmit and comply with 


the prevailing Powers, as far asis neceflary to preſerve themſelves ? 


That is, even by Oaths of Allegiance, if that be neceffary: Sclf- 
preſervation is as much a Law to Subjects, as to the Prince; and he 
is as much ſworn to Govern and Prote& his Subjcas, as they are 
to Obey and Detend him; and if the neceſſities of Self-preſervati- 
on abſolve him from his Oath. of governing and prote@ing his 
Pcople; I deltire to know, why the ſame necetfity will not ablulve 
Sabjc&ts from their Oaths to their Prince ? FroteQtion and Allegi- 
ance are nct ſo reciprocal, as to be\.the necefſary Conditions of 
each other; that if a Prince violate his Oath of Governing by Law, 
and inſtead of. Protecting does Oppreſs. his Subjects , Subjefts are 
then freed from their Oath of Allegiance, ard may take Arms againſt 
their Prince; for tho Protection and: Detence are the Duties of Re- 
Jatives, of a Prince and his Subjeds; yet they. are not neccfarily 
ſuch Relative Duties, as that neither of them can be performed 
unleſs both be. A Prince may govern by Law, and frote& his 
Subjects, and yet in Fact they deny their Allegiance to him ; and 
Subjects miy pay their Allegiance to their Prince when \he Oppre(- 
fes them3 theſe Daties may be dilttinQly ard ſeparately obſerved, 
and therefore do not in their own Nature,” either 'infer or dettroy 
each- cther. Put Government and: Allegiance are ſuch Rela- 
tives, as do mutuo fe pnere & tolere; the one cannot ſubſift 
without the other : it the Prince can't Govern , the Subje& cart 
O:xcy ; and theretoze , as far as he quits his Government, he 
guits their Allegiance, and Icaves, his Subjects as he does his Crown, 


to be poſteſſed by another , and mult recover them both together. 


He 


UMI 


: | , F Bs 
| due to Sovereign Powers, &&. = 
| He may have a Legal Right to both, but he cannot. actually have 
the Subjects Allegiance without the Crown 3. nor can Subjects pay 
him their Allegiance, without his being reſtored to the Poſſeifion of 
his Throne, no more than they can obey, when he can't command ; 
or fubmit, when he has no Power to govern ; or defend his Perſoi 
and Crown, when he has withdrawn his Perſon, and lett his Crown. 
This is as certain as any Propolition in Logick z and to extend Alle- 
giance bcyond the Actual Adminittrationof Government, is to pre- 
ferve a Relative without its Correlate ; for when one of the Rela- 
tives is lott, the Relation is deſtroyed, and nothing but the Memory 
of it left, 

7thly, Theſe Principles anſwer all the ends of Government, - 
| both for the ſecurity of the Prince and'Subjects, and that is a good 
Argument to believe them true. 

A Prince who is in Poſſeſſion, is ſecured in Poſſeſſion by then, (as 
far as any Principles can (ſecure him ) againſt all Actempts of his 
Subje&s, who muſt reverence God's Authority in him 3 and: ſubmit 
to him without Retiftance, though they are ill uſed. 

They will not indeed ſerve the Revolutions of Government, to 
remove one King, and (et up another 3 and if they would, Princes 
might be jealous of them ; for whatever Service they might do them 
at one turn, they might. do them as great Diflervice at another : 
The Revolutions of Government are not the Subje&s Duty, but 

\ God's Prerogative ; and. therefore it 1s not likely that he has pre- 
ſcribed any certain Rules or Methods for the overturning and 
changing Government, which he keeps in his own hands, and: 
which when he ſees fit todo it, henever wants ways and means of. 
doing, 

BY when any Prince is ſetled in the Throne, 'by what means ſo- 
ever it be, theſe Principles put an end to all diſputes of Right and 
Title, and bind his SubjeRs to him by Duty and Conſcience, and a 
Reverence of God's Authority-; which is the. faſteſt hold he can 
poſſibly have of them.; for thoſe whom Religion will not bind, no-. - 
thing but Force can. | 

And therefore theſe are the only Principles which in ſuch Revo- 
lutions can make Government ealie both to Prince and People z and 
if Government. muſt be preſerved in all Revolutions, thoſe are the.. 
beſt Principles which are moſt for the eaſe and ſafety of it. 

But ou the other hand, ſuch an immoveable and unalterable. Al. 
legiance, as is thought due only . 2 Legal Right and Title, and 

R 2 wuft 
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Zbe Coffs of rhie Allegianice 
muſt be paid to r.one, but toa Leg1l and' Rightful Prince, ſerves no 


ends of Government at all z bur overturns al] Government, when, 
fach a Prince is diſpofſeſſed of his Throne, how long foever he con- 


 tinuediſpoſicſied; And w hat long Inter-regnums may. this occalion, to 


the diflolution of Human Societies ?- 

If you fay that this is the bet Principle to prevent all Revolutions. 
of Government, when it is known, that Subje&s are bound in Con- 
icience-not to ſubmit to any. Ilegaland Ufurping Powers ; and this. 
is very much for the peace and: ſecurity of Human. Societies 3. F 
anſ{wcr, | 

1, If this Principle would prevent all Revolutions. of Govern- 


- ment, tt is a demonſiration againtt it, thit.it is a bad Principle, a 


mcer Human Invention, which cannot come from God. For tince 
God has reſerved to himſelf his Sovercign Prerazative of removing 
Kings, and ſetting up Kings ; finze this is ſometimes neceſlary for: 
the preſervation ot the Church, and the deliverance of the Good 
trom Oporetſion and Fyranny, and for the jult Puniſhment either of 
King or People ; it is impothble that he ſhould give any ſuch Laws 
to mankind. as (hall debar him from the exercife of this Preroga- 
tive, in-what way hepleaſfes.z' yet it is certain God carinot make 
Kings, if he cannot oblige Subjects to obey them 3 and that he can-. 
aot do.. if they mult obey and fubmit only to Eegal Kings. 

- 2, It is evident, Fhat this Principle was either unknown to the 
World before, ( and thatis an argument that it is not the natural: 
ſenſe of mankind ), or elſe, That this Principle cannot prevent the 
Revolutions of Governtnent ; tor there have been ſuch Revolu- 
tions.in all Ages, and F believe wilthbe to ths end of the World. 

3. Sifice then ſuch Revolutions will happen, fuch Principles as. 
mult diflolve Human Societies , when ſach Revolutions happen, or- 
expoſe the molt innocent and conſcientious men to the greatclt Suf- 
ferings, without ſerving any good end by then, .carinot be true ;. 
for the end of Government is*the Preſervation of Human Socictics, * 
and therefore that can be no govd Principle of -Government, which: 


in. any tvrn of Afﬀairs,. if. parſued , mult diffolve Haman So- 


CIEtLtes. | 
Nor-can that bea true Principfe, which at- any time obliges ho-- 
neſt-men.toloſe_their Lives, their Eftates,their Libertics,itioppoſition . 
to. the Government of the Nation: wherein they. live, when they 
may- preſerve them all by Obedience and Submiſſion to the Govern-- 
ment ; Lam fare the Scripture teaches us to ſaffer patiently = Obe-- 
” EUCc: 


UMI 


due td" Sovereign Powers, Bee. 
dience to Government, but not to. ſuffer in Qppoſition to it : And 
when the very Reaſon of our. Obedience rv Government, is for.the 
preſervation of - Human Societies, and that we our ſelves may enjoy 
the Blellings of Government, it ſeems very lirange to extend this 
Dity to the overthrow of Human Societies, and to deny our ſelves 
the Security and the Bl flings of Government 3, which is to extend - 
a Duty to ſuch caſes, as contradi the only Reaſon, whereon that 
Duty is founded. | 

It is true, we mult inall cafes be contented to ſuffer in doing. our 
Duty ; for we mutt chu(e rather to ſuffer than to tin; and its no 
Argument that any thing ceaſes. to be my Duty, ' becauſe jt expoles 
me to Suffering: But then we mult be very ſure that it is our Duty z. 
that it is expreily enjoyned us by the Laws of God or Nature, before 
we venture to ſuffer for it : But when we are to learn ous. Duty, 
not from any expreſs Law. of God er Natire, but from, the Rea- 


_ fonand Nature vf things, 'ic is a. ſufficient. Argument, that :i5., not; 


my Ducy, which wilt expoſe m2 to great Sufferings, without ſerving, 
any good cnd ; nay, which expoſes me to Sufferiogs, for. contradict- 
ing the natural end arid intention of that Duty, tor which, I. pretend; 
GC. te Sea ih anos 
© 4+» Bat Tet. us granit thit this Principle: is the, bell, Secunity to the, 
Rights of Princes 3 is the Right of any Prince ſo.Sacred as toſtand. . 
in competition. with the very. being .of Human Sacietics\, and. tho 
ſafety and preſ.rvation-of all his-Subjz&s 2 And mujt-we then de--- 
*nd 2 Prince's Right, with the deftru&tion. of the Nation, , and the. 
Rufn'6f all his Subje&s ?- Which is, molt necellary, That-the Nati--. 
on ſhould be governed, 'or, That ſuch a Pripce. ſhould gogera. it © 
Ant if! he be driven our of his Kingdoins, and cinnor govern, mult. 
we then. have no Governinznt ? Or how-ſhill the Nation be govern- 


to ng other Prince ? This 13 to. make. all nn ky the Slaves. and; 


: 
* 
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formed intoanArgainicnt 3 viz that this will cqually,erzc.all Rexon 
lacions of Government, whatever they be: Upon theſe Principles we. - 
| might:; 


b * . 


 whothat could poſfibly avoid it, would ſubmit to ſuch men ? 


The Caſe of the Allegiance +. 

might ſubmit anc ſwear to a Rwmp Parliament, or to another Protelor, 
or to a Committee of Safety, or whatever elſe you pleaſe : And yet 
under that Ulſurpation, the Loyal Nobility, Gentry, and Clergy, 
thought themſelves bound in Conſcience to oppoſe-that Uſurpation 
at their utmoſt peril ; And ſhall we Arraign them all, as retiſting 
God's Ordinance by their oppoſition to thoie Uſurped Powers, and 
their attempts to reſtore their King, to his Throne? 

This, as I obſerved, is a great prejudice, but no Argument 
for it theſe Principles be truc, and according to theſe Principles 
they might have complied with thoſe. Uſurpations 3 that they did 
not. 15 no confutation of them. | 

But yet, I ſuppoſe, all Men fee a vaſt difference between thele 
two Caſes ; it is evident thoſe: Loyal perſons, both of the Clergy 
and Laity, who ſuffered in the former Cauſe, and have now com- 
plicd with the preſent Government, think there is a vaſt difference 
berween them; and mult think themſelves more reproached and 


injured by ſuch. a Compariſon, than by ſuch Principles as juſtify - 


their preſent compliance: And the great Body of the Nobility, 
Gentry, and Clergy, who have ſworn Allegiance to their preſent 
Majetties,- would take it very ill to be thought leſs Loyal than thoſe 
were, who ſuffered for King Charles I. and II. under thoſe Uſur- 
pers 3 :and therefore they alſo mult apprehend a vaſt difference be- 
tween theſe two caſes, : 


” But what is it that makes this difference? If you will allow the. 
ſuppoſition, That the Rightful King is diſpoſſeſſed ; and that in 
ſuch a caſe it is lawful to.comply with any Government, which be- 


comes the ſetled Government of the Nation. | | 
 Tanſwer; The difference is very great upon all accounts ;, and 
that no man may wonder at the obliinate Loyalty of thoſe days, 
and the eafie and ready compliances now, ( from whence ſome 
men conclude a renouncing the Principles of the old Church-of- 
England-Loyalty, to the great ſcandal of Religion), I ſhall ſhow 
the difference upon many accounts ; and all together will be more 
than anſwer enough. : | 
1. Firſt then, The great Villanies of thoſe days, in an open and 
bare-fac'd Rebellion, perſiſted in- after the moſt Gracious Offers 
#nd Condeſcentions ; and in the Barbarous Murder of .one of the 
welt Prinees in the World, was enough to prejudice wiſe and good 
men, againſt all'compliances, though they had been lawful ; for 


* 2+ The 


UN 


due to Sovereign Powers, $&c. 

....2+ The barbarous Uſage the King's Friends met with,' made a 
Submifſion.and Comphince'uſeleſs and':impoſſible: Thofſe'who had 
fought for their King, or expreſſ-d'any dillike of- thoſe Proceedings, 
whom they had any jealouiie or ſuſpicion of, or whoſe 'Eftates they 
had a mind to poſle(s themſelves of, were plundered, ſequeſtred, 
impriſoned, forced to ſculk and hide at home, or flie' abroad, to 
preſerve their Lives and: Liberties. 12 HET 02 $32 IO 
.. 3+ Biſhops, Deans, and 'Prebendaties were turned out, and their 
Lands and Revenues (old; the Loyal Clergy were Mzignents for 
what they ha1 done ; anJ had no way to keep their Livings, eſpeci- 
ally if they were of any Value, but by renouncing the Church of 
England, as well as by Submitſion to. that Government, which 1 
believe, notwithſtanding their ready compliance in taking the Oaths, 
the Clergy at this day would more univerſally have retuſed, than 
they did chen, 

4tbly, Another dichcalty was, That the whole Government both 
of Church and State was overturned, which was the Fundamental 
Conttitution of the Nation : The King was not only Murdered, 


and th: Rightful Heir driven .out of the Land, but the Monarchy 


it ſelf was deſtroyed, and neither Kivg, Lords, nor Commons, left; 
but a few of the Houſe of Commons, who by Force and Power 
had turned the reſt out of doors, undertook to govern all, in the 
name of the Commons of England; which was ſuch an Iavaſion on 
the Rights and Liberties of their Countrey, ( which are /as ſacred 


as the Rights of the King ), as required the utmoſt oppoſition thae - 


could bz made. And it may be, it it be well confidered, the De- 
fen;e of Monarcay, and the Rights and Prerogatives of the Crown, 
will appzar a very material, part of the Oath of Allegiance, which 


may bind SuYj:&s3 when the Perion of the King 'is changed 3 and- 


may make them think themſelves more obliged: to- reſtore ſuch # 


Prince, when they cannot reſtore Monarchy, and the Ancient Laws -. 


and Government of th2 Nation without him. 

5- And moreover it is plain, That. their Government was- never 
ſctled z it was frequently changed; and. new .modelled, which was 
no Argument of. Settlement z 'and; which'is more than that, they had 
not a National Conſent and Submithon; 4 oY 4 OL 

M-n, who were forced,-ſu>mitted to force; but the Nation did not 
by any National Act ever owa them for I think the Rump-Parliamens, 


who were the Ulſurpers theraſelves; orſome little /packt Conventicles, 
rather than Parliam:nts,..could not be called-the Reprefentazioes of the 


* 


Nation, 
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The Caſe of the Allegiance 
' This ſcems/to be muchlike the Caſe which Biſhop Overal's Convoca- 


. tjon-Book, mentions in relation to Hntiochuss, who had by force kept 
+ the: Fews in {ubjceion for ſome years; and yet when Mattathis 


took Arms in defence of their Religion, they juſtity this Aion by 
ſaying, That the Government of Antiochus was not ſetled among 
them, either by Swbmiſſion or Continuancez that is, tho People were 
forced to ſubmit to Power , his Government was not owned by any 
Publick,. National Submitfion 3; and in ſfuch:Caſcs a long continuance 
is required to ſettle a Government 3 whereas a National Submiſſion 
ſettles a Government in a ſhort time;as we may conclude from what 
they tell us of the Settlement of Alexander's Government among the 


Fews, who was: but a very little while with them ; but Faddus the 


High-Priejt , and the Governing-part of the Nation ſubmictmg to 
him; this {etled his Gavernment in a few days. & 
This ſhows how unlike all this was to our preſent Caſe in every 


particular; that thoſe 'who thought it their Duty never to ſubmit 
to that wicked Ulurpation, are now fatistied, they may ſubmit with 


a good Conſaence to their preſent Mijeſties. 
In our preſent Caſe, all things are quite contrary to what they 
were in the former z every thing concurred to make the Nation fond 


. of ſuch a Change, and very caſy under it. 


King James, more,l hope, by following ill Counſels,than by his own 
Inclination, had effectually removed all Prejudices and ObjeQions 


againſt ſuch a Revolution,: excepting the Obligations of Duty and 


Conſcience. 
In the late times of Rebellion and Ufarpation , all the Friends of 


Monarchy, and of the Engliſþ Government, and of the Church of 


England, and of the Libertics of their Country, and of their own Ho- 


nours, and Fortunes, were bound in Intereli totake all Opportunities 


to rettore the King In our late Revolution, the very ſame Reaſons 
and Interclis diſpoſed all Men to be very well contented to part with 


their King, if they had known how to do it honeltly ; for the Con- 


tinuance of his Government, by the bold Steps, and extraordi. ary 
Methods he had taken, gave them great Apprehenlions that all theſe 
were in danger, even:the Rights and Prerogatives of the Crown it 
ſelf (the preſervation of which was a main end of the Oath of Alle- 
Siance) by his Submiſſion to the See of Rome, and rejeting the Nath 


of Supremacy, and as far as he could, abfolving his Subjects from it; 


and yet in that Oath alone, we Swear'to the Lawful Succeffor, in Op- 


Ppolition.to. the preteuces:of the Biſhop of Rome, to depoſe, and ſet up 
Eivgs at pleaſure,for the Service of the Church. ' This 


"=o \ to: Sovereign Powers, &c 3 


om Ado} ſome: Men Jcafily :to.iabfo} ves in 
an; other Oats forthopco poednnk, ha 
were made andimpoſed: or ib rey ohys FLur: 
uu Prince, and the Proteſtant Ri g's. and Liberties berties of 
and State, could oblige them-to defend and; maintain 2 Prince 
in his Uſurpations, as they thought, -on both. 

This . made his Subjects, and even his Army; deſere nds Service, 
when the Prince came: with -a Foreign Force ;. is made it; 
neceſſary for him to leave the Kingdom, and to Joave 
in the Hands of the Prince ; which -made an eaſie way for the 
Dome to be page on ——_ - be 

ow not ta diſpute the ty. of: all chis, here was nothing 
ſo entien as to m—_—_— an honeſt Man againſt ſubruiſion 
and compliance, as there: was1n the-late Rebelliong no- 
thing that could reaſonably hinder a compliance, but an _ 
on, that we muſt never pay Allegiance to any but a Logek 
and poſlibly had that Point been waved; no Proteſtant mend 
hate: diſputed a. quiet and cheartul ſubmiſſion eo the Govern. 


To fight againſt a a King, and not to fght for him, Tthinkare 
two very different things ; and when Kings make it impoſlible 
to-fight for them, withour fighting againſt the Religion and Li- 
berties of our Country, they may chank-chemſelves, wr” cheir Sub- 
je&s cannot: defend them:: /,This' is a dangerous ſtate Princes 
bring*themſelves into, eſpecially where there are different Per- 
ſaafions in a Nation: whenſome Men think, the may iwiake 
defend their Religion and Liberties againſt the ſurpationsof 
their Princes; and others.think, they, are not. bound to. di 
and maintain 'their Prince in his "illegal Uſurpations on; their Re+. 
lgion and Liberties ; for a litle oppolition;withour any defence 
will quickly ruin any Prince. . To take.a Crown from a Prince, 
and his Liberty and Life with it, and'to ſuffer him to leave his 
Crown if he __ and to delerc his Government, are two 
very different t 

I cannot > think (neicher do 1 Js. thatany body elſe 
does) that for a King to leave his Crown and Government in a 
fright is in all caſes neceſlagily co be ingerpecpnd! ſuch an Abdica- 
tion as 15 x oy TR to 4 vow Reſignation 3. whereby he re- 
NOUNCES.. a _ Ch eo.it, .., But if he have re- 


duced Fae [7 Get go bla he is. forced: Es his-own pre: 


ſervation 
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ſervation: to leave his Kingdom and Government; it 1s plain, 
that in ſome [ence he leaves his Throne vacant too;-rhat is, 
there is no body in it, no body in the actual Adminiſtration of 
the Government. PHE | Fil 
Thus far I think Subjeas may be very guiltleſs, who do 
not drive the King away, but only ſuffer him quietly to eſcape 


” 


out of his Kingdoms; for this is no Rebellion, no Reſiſtance, bur 


only Nom-4ſfiftence, which may be very innocent for there are 


vention. of the Eſtates, not ealled by the 


ſome caſes, wherein Subjedts are not bound to-affiſt cthetr Prince ; 
and if everthere were ſucha caſe, this was it. 

What then ſhall Subjes do, when the King is gone, and the 
Government Diſſolved, the People left in the Hands of another 
Prince, without any Reaſon, or any Authority, or any formed 
Power, to oppoſe ip 2 The Government mult be Adminiſtred 

ſome body, unlets we can be: contented, that the Rabble 
ſhould Govern. 

But I ſhall not meddle with that Interval, between the going 
away of the King, and the Prince's coming tothe Throne ; bur 
only coſider him as placed in the Throne, and ſettled there. And: 
now we can find no alteration in the Ancient Goverment of the. 
Nation, but only the exchange of Perſons ; and all things concur 
to make this a very advantageous and acceptable Change, ex- 
cepting ſuch difficulties, as uſually accompany ſuch Revolutions. 

The Monarchyis the ſame ſtill, and the Three Ef ates'of the Na- 
tion the ſame ; the Church of England, and the Laws and Liber- 
ties of the Nation ſecured; and no proſpe of ſecuring them by 
any other means: ſo that here is nothing to prejudice any Man 
againſt the preſent Government, or to make the Reſtoration of 
the diſpoliefſed Prince neceſlary, as there was in the late-Ulſur- 
pation, but only a miſtaken Notion of Allegiance to that Prince 
whom we ſuppoſe to have the legal Right though he be diſpol- 
felled, and another Eſtabliſhed in his Throne ;. which. I have- 
alreadly proved to be a miſtake. h 

But not to diſpute the legal Righe (which is nothing to-my pre- 
ſent purpoſe)-here is a ſettled Government, which was not in the: 


rmer Caſe. 673 £ 
Their preſent Meojeſties are in the full Poſſeflion of the Throne, 
and Adminiſtration of the Government by a National ſubmiſſi- 


en and conſe ; for though ſome Men di pare, rs i, 
gs rite De a cgal 


Palament, 


LIAAL 


| Parhament; yet all Men muſt confeſs, tharthey won rv 
| tatives of the Nation; or ells'a Nation 'canhave:no'Reprofencu: 
tives, when it has no imey y Throne, 'or when there is any 
diſpute about the Title to the Crown. Or 
ow, though this-mightbe- farther, 1 ſhalt content 
my ſelf only to fay ; 'that the nt and ſfubmiflion-of -che Con. 
vention, eſpecially when confirmed by ſubſequent Parliaments, 
is a National A&, and makes a Settlement of 'the Governtnent, 
eſpecially ſince the generality of the Nation have' Þ willogly 
and chearfully ſubmitted, and bound their Allegiance by Oath; 
which is a very different thing from ſubmitting to mere force, 
= when the inclination of the Nation ſtands bent. another way; 
when there is nothing but mere force, it may admit ſome diſpute, 
when the Government is ſettled ; but though m fome cafes, it 
may be hard to determine, when the Government-is ſo ſettled, 
as to make Allegiance due; - this is no reaſon to deny iance, 
when there is a viſtible Settlement; - If this be nota ſertled-Go- 
vernment, I know not what is; Fam ſure; we havereaſon to 
ray for the continuance of it ; when nothing can tihſertle it; 
fs ſuch a Power, as will overturn our Religion and Liberties 
with jc. It is indeed commonly ſaid, as I obſerved before, that 
the ſubmiffion of the People” without the  ſubmiffion of the 
Prince, bannot transfer 'the Government; by 'which chey may 
mean the lega] Right of Government : Now 'to avoidunnect 
| ſary Diſputes, ſuppofe this were true; yet the ſubmiflion of the 
People, when their Prince has left'them, if it cannot give a legal 
Right to another Prince, yet it may give an actual Settlement to 
him ; and that is all we are enquiring after. This I think is 4 
ſufficient anſwer to that odious Compariſon -berween the hats 
Uſurpations, and this preſent Revolution. 
I ſhall conclude the whole with anſwering att Obje&tion, Obje. - 
which a who refuſe the Oaths, place great confidence in; 
and that'is from the Laws of the Land : In'all ſuch cafes as theſe, 
the Laws, chey fay;-are the meafure of our ror /3 andthe Rule 
of Conſcience, and therefo went own no ing, batwho! 
the Law owns to be King; that js, in an'Hereditary Monaithy, 
the right Heir: and to pay ang iwear Allegiance to any 
a i ey a Throne, when the rightful-Ki 
i{polletiſed, or rhe right Hleiwtiv: Debooaa rhe a 6 
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Anſw. 


{wer for it ;. but private Subj egal 
of CE IT that.Lknow of, to diſown 
: a | a King, 


Is i mioree hid crnhigre,s yy Re Aion againft 
any thing, I. haye ſaid g-,but all-thar I have-faid,, if it proye.tue; 
is a lufficient-an{wer tothis : The Laws of the Land arethe Rule 
of Conſcience, when they, do not contradict the Laws of God: 
but when they do, they are no Rule 0 us; but their obligation 


muſt give place to a Divine Authority. - Suppole thenchere were 
_ an exprols' Law, that the Subjes. of England ſhould own, no 


King, but the right Heir; and notwithſtanding this-Law (as it 


| wrill fometimes happen, and has ofcen happened in England) a 


Prince who 1s not the right Heir, ſhould ger into. the .Throne, 
and ſettle himſelf there; If the Divine Law in ſuch a caſe,'com- 
mands 1s. £0, pay all:the obedience and duty. of 'SubjeRts ,,.to a 
Prince, in. the: actual Poſſeflion, of the Throne,.. and. the Law 
of the Land forbids it, which muſt we obey, the Law of God, or 
the Law of the Land ? This, Ithink is no diſpute ;. and therefore 
KK 151n vain to urge the Laws of the Land in any caſe, where we 
are:under a Superiot Authority:: let them firſt prays chat no King 
3s fer. u To God againſt the. Laws of the Land ;z and then I will 
onk -4 we muſt own none-but legal Kin 5, for we muſt own 
no Kings, whom God does not make, atnd who have not Gods 
Authoricy. bag ; | 

_ 2: The En2ljb Monarchy is Hereditary, and the lineal Heir 
has the legal Right' to the Crown ; grant this ;- bur ſtil} we muſt 


.con{ider, how far this is a Law. to. all; private Subjeas ; how far 


every Subje& is bound in, Conſcience by this Conſtitution, to give 
the Polleflion of the Crown to the right Heir, and not to ſuffer 


- anyone elſe totake it; or if he do, not to.pay Allegiance to him, 


or own him for his King. What Law is there, that ſays this ?. And 
I think, the reaſon of the thing does not prove it. The Law does 
not refer the Cognizance of ſuch matters co private Subjets; and 
therefore they are not by Law bound to take care of it, and I know 
nothing but Law can bind us to. a legal Conſtitution. Legal 
Rights muſt be determined by a legal Authority; and there is no 
Authority, can take Cognizance of the Ticles and Claims of 
Princes, .and the diſpoſal of the Crown, but the Efates of the 


Realm : 'They. indeed are obliged to take notice of the legal 


Deſcent of the Crown, and. if through miſtake or any other 


cauſe, they ſet the Crown.upon a wrong Head, they:muſt 
ew; os, who haveno legal | hw 6D 


id 
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the Right is in another. If 'Authority may notover-rule private 
Subjeds in theſe caſes, even againſt their own private Opinions, 
and juſtifie. their Obedience to a'King, who is placed in the 
- Throne, Subjedts are in a very ill caſe, who have no Authoricy 
to Judge, and no Power to. Refiſt : There are numerous caſes, 
wherein. Subjects muſt ye ng in the determinations of a legal 
Authority againſt what they chink a legal Right: the rea 
and neceflities of Government require it; and the Law, which 
ives a Right, will not allow us to vindicate our Right againſt a 
ſegal Authority. And therefore it does not follow os from 
the Law of Succeflion, that Subjects are bound in Conſcience to own 
no King, whois not the rightful Hew: And Duty and Conſci- 
ence in Obedience to Laws, 1s the only thing I am now inquiring 


after. h 
3. Tho I have not skill enough in Law, to know certainly 


what our Conſtitution allows in this point ; yet it is the declared. 
Judgment of ſome of the beſt Lawyers of former days, and ſo 
far as I can learn, the moſt common and promiing Opinion: 


ſil], That our Laws do allow and require Allegiance to a King 
de fafto, who is in Poſleflion of the Throne withourt a legal Right. 
And this they have done in the Reigns of legal and rightful 
Kings, as my Lord Ch, Fuft. Coke, one in Bagget's Caſe, 
ry Lord Ch. Fuft. Hales, my Lord Ch. Fuft. Bridgman 1n the Try- 
al of the Regicides, in Anſwer to Cook's Plea; who allowed the 
Law, but would not allow his Caſe to be within the purview 
- of it. Now when the Diſpute is meerly about the Senſe of the 


Law, to judge rightly of which, requires ſome $kill in Law, and- 
2 great deal more than I can pretend to; Which is the ſafeſt. 


way to reſolve my Conſcience ? Whether to adhere to my own 


Judgment, againſt the Judgments and Opinions of the ableſt- 


Judges and Lawyers? or to rely on their Judgments ( when 
learned Men. generally agree in it) tho I. do not comprehend 


the Reaſons of their Opinions ? 


In moral and natural Duties, which every Man mw and muſt: 
not there 


rnderſtand for himſelf, the Caſe is different ; we mu 


rely wholly. upon Authority, eſpecially not- againſt che. Reaſon 


Sentiments of our own Minds, tho Authority is in that Caſe 


of great uſe to over-rule meer Doubts and Scruples ; but when 
the Caſe of Conſcience is.a meer Point of Law, and we con- 


z 


do? - 
| 
Y 


a King, whom the Ef«res have owned, though they ſhould think == 
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clude that tobe our Duty which the Law determines, T am of 


- Opinion, 'That Judges and learned Lawyers, eſpecially when 
they 


have determined the matter without any Byaſs on them, 


or any proſpe& of our preſent Aﬀeairs, are the beſt Caſuifs, be- 
cauſe they underſtand the Law beſt. 


That we muſt obey and ſubmit to our Prince, is a Duty which 
the Laws of God and Nature enjoyn; and we mult not ſuffer 
any Man, be he Lawyer or Divine, to perſuade ns, that this is 
not our Duty: but what Prince we muſt obey, and to what par- 
ticular Prince we muſt pay our Allegiance, the Law of God does 
not tell us, but this we muſt learn from the Laws. of the Land. 
Here is a Queſtion then ariſes, Whether the Subjes of England 
(when ſuch a Caſe happens) muſt pay their Allegiance to the 
King de jure, who is diſpoſſeſſed of his Throne, or to the __ 
de fatto, who js poſſeſſed of it without a legal Right ? Now wi 
theſe Men, who ground their Diſſent upon the Laws of the 
Land, abide by the Deciſion of the Law ? Tf they will not, Why 
do they inſiſt on it, and urge it, as an unanſwerable Obje&ion ? 
If they will, Who muſt judge of the Senſe of the Law, and from 
whom muſt they learn it? for every one is not a competent 
Judge of this matter, tho he thinks he very well underſtands the 
Grammatical Senſe and Conſtruction of Words. And is it not 
moſt reaſonable to think that to be the Senſe of the Law, which 
learned Judges and Lawyers have agreed is the Senſe of it? Is it 
nor ents to take that to be the Senſe of the Law, which has 
been the Senſe of Weſftminſter-Hall, and is like to be fo again, if 
we think fit to try it? 

I do not think it ſo dangerons to miſtake in a human Law, as 
1n natural or divine Laws; our Obligation to obey human Laws, 
is that Obedience which is due to Government, and then what- 
ever we apprehend the Senſe of the Law to be, we muſt not pre- 
tend to obey human Laws in our Senſe, in oppoſition to Govern- 
ment: if we miſtake with A and obey the Law in that 
Senſe which has been allowed in all Reigns, even of the moſt 
rightful Kings, we are ſafe in Conſcience : And he who will ad- 
vance another Senſe of the Law, upon confidence of his own 
private Judgment, and venture his Eſtate and Fortune, his Liber- 
ty and Life on it, I think does neither wiſely for himſelf, nor 
pays that deference he pretends to Government. 

FX 
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| But here. is an: Oath: concerned, and danger -of Perjury, if 
having ſworn Allegiance to-K. Famer while he'1s living, we fwear 
away our Allegiance:from him 'to K. Williamand:Q, Mary : but 
I ſuppoſe legal Oaths muſt be expounded by the Laws; and if by 
the Law of the Land Allegiance to K. Fame: ceales, as being 
out of Poſſeflion, our Oath can oblige us no longer ; and if by 
the Law of the Land we owe Allegiance to K.#iliamand Q.Mary i», 
as in Poſſeffion of the Throne, then we may, and ought, to 
ſwear Allegiance to them : and this being a point of Law, muſt 
be decided by the proper Judges of it; for, if we keep an Oath 
when the Law does not ajlow it, and refuſe an Oath when the 
Law requires it, we tranſgreſs the Law. And-this is not the 
* only.legal Oath, wherein Men govern themſelves by Judgments 
of Law, I am ſure as much, and [ think more plainly againſt the 
exprels Words of the Law, than can be pretended in the Oath. 
of Allegiance; I mean the Oath of Simony, in which Men (wear 
in as general Words as can be thought of, againſt all Bargains or 
Cantracs, either directly. or indirealy,. for the' obtaining ſuch a- 
Living, or Spiritual Preferment; and yet make no Scruple of an 
ſuch Contradts, as are- not adjudged Simrony in Weſtminſter-H, 
tho- they ſeem included in thoſe general Words. And if we will 
not allow ic to be a-ſafe Rule of Conſcience to obey Laws, and. 
to take legal Oaths, in that Senſe which Courts of Juſtice, or 
learned Judges and Lawyers give of them, tho we' muſt abide by - 
their Judgments when ic comes to be tryed whether we have bro-- 
ken or kept theſe Laws; Subjects are-in an ill. Condicion . both. 
with reſpect to their Conſciences, their Lives, and Eſtates. 

This might very well ſerve in Anſwer to the Argument from . 
Law; for 1t is acknowledged, That there is great Authority for 
our Allegiance to. a:King dt fafo, when the King de jure is diſ+ 
poſſeſſed : but I have a mind to confider this martter a lictle farther. 

There is a Book lately Printed, Entituled, The Cafe of Alegi- ,,, . - 
ance to @ King in Poſſeſſion :- The learned Author has taken a great ,F ajs:.. 
deal of pains in:confidering our Statutes and Hiſtories ; and his ang, &e. 
Defign is:to- prove, that my L.. Cb. Fuft. Coke was miſtaken in- 
his Opinion,. That the Statute of Treaſon 25 Ed. 3. C. 2: « 10-be 
underſtood of a King in Poſſeſſion of the Crown and Kingdom; for if 
there be a King regnant in- Poſſeſſion, tho be be Rex de facto, &.non. 
dejure,, yet- be s:Seigmior le Roy-within the. Purveiw of this Sta- 
tute; and. the other that hath" Right; and #5 out of Poſſeſſion, of 

when :; 
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within the AF. It 1s too long a Book to be particularly anſwer. 


ed here; but as I apprehend, his Fault is, that. he does not rea- 
fon right upon matters of Fa&; and ſome of his fandamental 
Miſtakes may be anſwered in a-{mall compaſs: and I chooſe the 
rather to do it, becauſe they are the very ſame Miſtakes thac 
impoſed upon me for ſome time. 

Our Author thinks, I; would ſeem @ wery odd Queſtion for any 
to atk, touching the Laws that are made in any ſettled Monarchy 
for the Defence of the King's Perſon, Crown, and Dignity, who « 
meant by the King in thoſe Laws? the lawful and rightful King of that 
Realm, or any one that gets into the Poſſeſſion of the Throne, tho he be 
not a rightful King, but a Uſurper ? | | 

Now this ſeems-to me no odd Queſtion at all ; for when the 
Law only mentions the King, and the Law-makers certainly knew 
that Kings without a legal Right do often aſcend the Throne ;. if 
they had intended to except all ſuch Uſurpers, they ſhould have 
faid ſo: for a King de fa#o, as the Ch. Juſt. aſſerts, is Seignior le 
Roy, or King ; and there 1s no other King but he: for King fig- 


'nifies that Perſon who has the Supreme Government in the Na- 


tion; A King de fa#o 15 he who actually has the Government ; 
that 1s, who is actually King; 4 King de jure, as oppoſed-to a 
King de fafo, is he who of Right ſhould have the Government, 
but has 1t not; that is, who of Right ſhould be King, but is not : 
and the Statute of Treaſon tells us what is Treaſon againſt him 
who is King, not againſt him who ſhould be, but is not King, 
But he proves, this Statute can intend only a King de. jure, be- 
cauſe 1t makes it Treaſon to kill the King's eldeſt Son, to vio- 
late the Queen, or the Prince's Wife, or the King's eldeſt Daugh- 
ter, all which, is to ſecure the Succeflion to the Crown, and 
therefore cannot concern an Ulſurper, who. has no Right him- 
ſelt, and therefore his Heirs have no Right to Succeflion ; and 
we cannot ſuppoſe that the Law ſhould take care to ſecure the 
Succeſtion to the Poſterity of an Uſurper. 36 
Burt this is no Argument tome; for the Law looks upon the 
Crown as Hereditary, and the Change of the Perſon:or Royal 
Family, does not make the Crown ceaſe to be Hereditary ; and 
therefore whoever has Poſleflion of the Crown, has an heredita- 
ry Crown, and leaves it to his Heirs, as long as they can keep n ; 
as is plain from the Example of the three Henries, who ſucceed- 
ed each other. And this 1s Reaſon enough, why the ay 
ma 


Lo 
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m_ no difference upen.this Account: between a King de fafs 
Bur, my Lord Ch. Fuſt. Coke does not found bu Gleft upon the fun- 
damental Conſtitution of the Realm, tho methinks he ſhout have 
underſtood it as well as our Author: But what is this fundamen- 
tal Conſtitution-? Why, The Regal Authority, and the Allegiance of 
the Subjets, is appropriated to the lawful and rightful King.” But 
where does he find this fundamental Conſtitution ? The funda- 
mental Conſtitution, I take to be an hereditary Monarchy ; not 
that the Monarchy ſhould continue always in ſuch a Family ; 
for that may fail, or may be changed by Congueſls or Ulurpati- 
ons, as has often been, and the Conſtitution continue. © The 
moſt that can be faid is, that when any particular Family, by the 
Providence of God, and the Conſent and Submiſſion of the Peo- 
ple, is placed in the Throne, of Right the Crown ought to de- 
{cend to the Heir of that Family : but ſuppoſe it does riot, muſt 
we pay Allegiance to.no other Perſon,tho/poſſeſſed of the Throne? 
Let him ſhew me that fundamental Conſtitution, : for a.meer He- 
reditary Monarchy does not prove it; and according to the Judg- 
ment of the beſt Lawyers, the Laws of the Land require the con- 
trary, that we muſt pay our Allegiance to him who 1s actually 
King, not to: him who. ought to have been King, but is not. 
And to think to-canfyte: this by pretending the fundamental 
Conſtitution of an Horndtery AdRmace z.15 to take thar for 
granted which ought to have _}____ 
The Queſtion is not, Whether the Monarchy be Hereditary 
that is agreed; but whether in an Hereditary. Monarchy we mi 
pay Allegiance to no Prince who is not the Tegal Heir, tho pol- 
ſefled ar. Throne; Thithe Lawyers deny, -and produce. av 
for it, and if there be ſuch Laws, itis certain by Law we may pa 
Allegiance to a King 1n Poſſeflion, notwithſtanding the funda- 
-mental-Conſtitution of an Hereditary Monarchy; for the Law, 
which makes one, allows and commands the other;” and than jc 
-is an Hereditary Monarchy with this reſerve; of paying All&i- 
ance to the King in Poſſflien, when the legal Heir cannot ob- - 
tain. his right, rs 000214 nate: 
8 Ain this Frogger a. Yor wiſe REES which Ft 
-the King's Right; as faras. Law can doit ; butif the King ſhoul 
' be deprived: of ihis Right - (whigh £1 # 12 og 1 Fa ws 
proves he. may be.) :does-not nk 1, ;fhat zh& Gover m os 
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ſhould fink with him, and therefore makes. provifion for the (ecu: 
rity of the. Government and of Subje&s under the Regnanc 
Prince, which the Reaſons and Neceflicies of Governmenc re- 
quire and you, though there had been no Law for it. 
-. 3- Helays, my Lord Coke's Gloſs is contrary to the conſtant Pra- 
Fice and Cuſtom of the Realm. For if Treaſon by the Cuſtom and Pra- 
Hice of the Realm lay only againſt a King in Poſſeſſion of the Crown 
and Kingdom, then | | 

1. Thoſe only would be attainted by our Kings and Parliaments, who 
ated againf} a King in Poſſeſſion. 

2. And then certainly.a King in Poſſeſſion himſelf, cannot be guilty 
Z Treaſon for what he dves while in Poſſeſſion agam(} a King out of Poſ- 
eſſion. And yer when a King de jure has regained his Throne, 
the King de fa#o and his Adherencs have been attainted by Par- 
liament for Uſurping the Throne, and oppoling the right of 
the King de jure. | : | 

In anſwer to this, Tobſerve, r. That this does not prove that 
any one A& which 1s Treaſon againſt a King de are, is not Trea- 
fon when committed againſt a King defa#o ; now that is enough 
to prove, that Allegiance: 1s by Law due to a King de fads, if 
Treaſon may be committed againſt him : for no Treaſon can 
be committed,” where 'no Allegiance is due. Loon, 
__ -This i5 confeſſed, thar all ſach As, as are Treaſon againſt 
a King de jire, are: Treaſon when committed againſt a King 
de fatto, but not; ſay: they, becauſe Allegiance is due to him, buc 
becauſe they are againſt the Order of Government, and there- 
fore are Treaſon by the preſumed conſent of the King de jure, 
RT. EEE 00 SCARS 
wi "That fiich Ads ate againſt the Order :of Government, and 
very deſtructive to it, is the only Reaſon. why they are made 
Treaſon by Law ; and this-is as . a Reaſon why the Law 
ſhould make'them Treaſon againit.a King ds fatto, as againſt a 
King de jure;. for _ are equally. againſt che-Order: of Go- 
yerfniment, and'deftrudtive to it, whoever be King ; and chat is 


the only Reafon 'why they are made Treaſon at all. - 


The preſumed Conſent of the King de jure is a very pretty no. 


tion; and ferves a great many good turns ;.'it makes Laws, 


and it'makes Treafon; and gives Authority to the inauthorirative 


As of a King 4 fatto : that isto lay (or they ſay nothing) that 
Ge eſa -_ 


King de fats 


bufche of a King 4+ jure, inveſts 
with 


UMI 


due to Sovereign Powers, 86; 
with his Authority ; for' if he have no Authority of his owri, un- 
leſs the preſumed Conſent of the King de jure give him Anthori-! 


ty, ic cannot make any treaſonable At done: againft-him to be 
Treaſon ; for it cannot alter the nature of things, nor make me- 


p 
$ < — 


guilty of Treaſon againſt any Perſon, to whom I owe no Dury - 


and Allegiance. And if the preſumed Conſent of tho: King de | 
jure inveſts the King de fa#o with his Authority, 1t: muſt transfer / 
the Allegiance of Subjes too ; and then Subjeds: are-. as {afe in 
Conſcience, as if the King de jure were on the Throne ; for ic 
ſeems there 1s his Authority and Conſent, though not his Perſon. 
But this is all meer trifling ; the King defafo:has Authority, or 


| none of his Adts of Government can have any ; for that which is 


done by a Perſon, who has no Authority can have none; whenee: 
then 'has he: this: Authoricys fince he has: no legal Right to the 
Throne? Not from the prefumed Conſent of the King de- jure, 
which is great non-ſenſe to ſuppoſe, but from the flion of 
the Throne, to which the Law it (elf, as well as the: Principles of 
Reaſon andRehgion,have annexed the Anthoricy of Government; 

2. As for the Attainders of Kings ide fa and their Adherents: 
in Parliament, that does not prove that Subjets cannoe be-guiley 
of Treaſon againſt a King in Pofſeflion, nor that the Statute of 
Treaſon does,not relate toa'Kingin Poſſeflion: for the Statute of 
Treaſon does not relate:to the diſputes'of Princes,but:to the Order 
of Government; and therefore may relate toz King in Poſſeton, 
thongh the King himfelf, if he be an Uſurper, when ever the 
rn befal King-regains the Polſeflion of his'Throne ;- if he were a 
Su _ before, may be attainted of Treafon for his Uſurpation. 


And theſe things areas conſiſtent, as itistotake-careof theGo- 


. vernment, when. ſuch Revolutions happen, and yet to diſcourage 


all illegal Uſurpations. BEAT 

And yet the truth is, there is no Argument to be drawn from 
this; for whenever there is a Competition for the Crown, there is 
no doubt but he that prevails; be he. King de falto or deijure; will 
attaint his Rival and all his Adherent': Thus it was beeween 
Edward IV. and Henry VI. berween' Richard NI: and: Hen: VIE. 
who attainted- one atiother ; and this is'no/ proof; what the Law 
of the Land is, but. it proves, that Parliaments have always fa- 
vored the King grtwagr—a _ FT 

3. He argues, that if Treaſon. lay only. againſt the King in" Poſſaſſi- 
nn, whether de: jure or no, the: Subjetis muſt look upon chef 

O42: 6 honing 1 obgg 
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obliged' upon pain of Hig b-Treaſon not to admit of any claim of the 
Kirg Dothes hs and yer Ricbard Duke of Tork, put in bis 6M to 
the Crown in the Parliament 39 H. 6.and it 'was:received and-allow- 
cd by them. | . ET 

But I would fain know what kind of Treaſon this is for a Par- 

liament, to whom, or co none upon Earth, appeals in ſach Caſes 
can be made, to receive a Claim to the Crown 2? a. liethe: improve- 
ment of the: Argument would make it High-Treaſon, for any of 
the Courts of Weftminſter: Hall to receive a Complaint, and try 
and judge a Caule againſt the King. | 

| if he had faid, that the Law had allowed Subjects to fight for 
the King :de jure againſt the King in Poſſeſlion, this had proved 
his Point; that Treaſon does not lie only againſt a King in Poſ- 
ſeffion ;- but there is no ſuch Law as this to be found : It is Trea- 
ſon: to fight againſt the King, and that, ſays my Lord Coke, is the 
Kingin Poſſeffion, without making any reſerve for the defence 
or re-eſtabliſhment of the King de jure, when. out of Poſleflion: 


For it ſeems the Wildom of the Nation has:not yet thought to! 


make a Law to juſtihe Civil Wars when ſucha Revolation hap- 
pens, with an orderly and: national Submiffion. 

An appeal to Parliament is a proper way to declare to whom of 
right the: Crowh belongs, when there1s 'a Competition ; but 
though ſuch Uſurpations very: often occaſion Civil Wars, yet the 
necefficy of Government requires, that the: Law: ſhould always-be 
en the {ide of the King in Poſfeflion, and then it can never juſti-. 
fie any Man in fighting againſt him. | 

..:4- His next Argument 1s, that if Treaſon lay only againft a King 
in Poſſeſſion, then the Law in-other regards 'would look-upon the King 
in Poſſeſſjon; as baving. the dignity and honor of a King,. whereas he 
obſerves 1. That the Law, where it conſiders them as Uſurpers, does. 
bardly wouchſafe that the name of King ; for in the Statute 1 Ed. IV. 
Henry IV. is called Henry Earl of Derby, and the Henries arecall'd: 
pretenſed Kings, and Kings indeed, and not of right : But he has an- 
{wered this lumſelf, that our Law allows them che name of Kings, 
with regard'to their having the Execution of the Kingily Office ; that. 
is, our Laws do not allow. thoſe to be legal Kings who have no 
legal Title, but yet allow them: to be Kings as exerciling the Re- 
gl Power, and what would he have more unleſs our Laws ſhould 
peak non-ſenſe? And- yet he ſhould remember that Ed. FV. 
after this had as hard words from H. VI. Parliament as the Hewries. 


had from Edward the Fourth's. 
2, He 


due. to Sovereign Powers, Bcc. G1 


2. He obſerves, that the Law does' not :look- upon the Aﬀs of Go" 
wvernment done by a King in Poſſeſſion, if an Uſ/arper, as valid and au- 
thoritative in themſelyes, becauſe they have been confirmed by 
Subſequent Kings; and yet he himſelf confeſſes, that they had P. 14; 
- not been invalid without ſuch a Confirmation, but nor wpor ac- 
countof any Authority in theſe Kings but upon account of the neceſſity of 
(Government, and the preſumed Conſent of the Kings de jure excluded 
from their right, But if theſe Kings have no Authority, I know 
not how theic Acts ſhould be authoritative; he ought to have 
ſatd,thacthe neceſflity of Government gwes Authority co ſuchKings 
and their Ads wichaut a ]-gal Title, and that had been Senl(e; 
but this and the preſumed Conſent. has been confidered already. 

But he has made an untoward Objection againſt this himſelf, 
that the Aﬀs of Parliament made by Hen.LV,V ,VLwere not confirmed 
by the Parliament 1 Ed. IV. and yet are owe Laws ſhll; and his 
anſwer to it very: lame, that ſome of their Acts of Parliament 
are confirmed there, vis. An 464 for Founding any Abbies or Religi- 
ous. Houſes, &c. -but this. ſeems to be abundans cantela; for the 
_ ſame Reaſon, that the Univerſities and other Religious Founda- 
tions renew their Charters-in ſeveral Princes Reigns; though con- 
firmed by Act of Parliament 5 which does not ſuppoſe, that they 
thought their former Charters invalid, but for their greater ſecu- 
tity deſire the-Confirmation of the preſent Powers : but when all 
. publick As made by Parliaments called by Kings de fa&o.are 
receiv'd and own'd for good Laws without any new Confirmation, 
that is proof enough, that they chonguſchs any ſufficient, 
whereby they were made, though the King had not-a legal Right. 
\ , But yet let me add, that. had it been-the gonſtant and univerſal 
Pra&ice for the Kings de jure,when they return'd to their Crowns, 
to confirm all the: judicial Acts, Grants, Statates, &c. of the Kings 
de fatto, this had been evidence. enough, that the Neceflities-of 
Government require, that all the Ads of Kings .de fatto ſhould 
be valid ; for that is the only Reaſon,why they ace confirmed by p. 16.; 
a legal Authority; becauſe it is neceſfarythey ſhould! be valid;and 
yet convenient for the courage of ſuch Ulurpations, that 
they ſhould not be thought valid, without a legal Confirmation, 
but what the neceſlicy of Government makes valid, is valid inic 
ſelf. without any new. Confirmation; though the Reaſons of 
State may make ſuch a Confirmation-uleful..  : ; 

The next thing he undertakes to anſwer is: Begget's:Cale, con- 
cerning. the validity of his Patent of Naturalization granted 4 

| - Her. VI,. 


Pag. 26. 
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Hen. VI. who was only King de fa#o; though it were not.con- 


firmed by the Statute r Ed. IV. This he branches out into ſeveral 
Particulars, and ſays a great deal about it, but nothing new : He 
always takes Sanctuary in his old Salvees of the neceſlity of the 
Government and the preſumed Conſent of the King de jure, 
which have been ſufficiently conſidered already. 
All that I ſhall conclude from this caſe (which I muſt take 
as he has repreſented it) is this; that the neceflity of Govern- 
ment (for both the Judges and Council underſtood things better 
than to urge the preſarmed conſent of the King de jure,) gives Au- 
thority to all thoſe Acts of a King de fefo, which are for the 
Adminiſtration of Juſtice, and belong to Sovereign Powers-; 
and then by the ſame reaſon, they muſt juſtifie Subjects in pay- 
ing Allegiance to ſuch Kings ; for this is neceflary to Govern- 
ment. Our Author will allow this in all caſes, which are not 
againſt the Intereſt of the gs Prince ; but this 1s to al- 
low nothing, for the very Pofſeflion of the Throne, and every 
Act of A ity the King de fafo does, 1s againſt the Intereft 
of the King de jure : But he ſeems all along to miſtake Gifts and 


Grants, to the Diminution of the Crown (which they would not 


allow to ſtand good, when the King de jure returned) for all 

Ads againſt the Perſonal Righe and Intereſt of the King de 

Jure : But the Deminution of the Crown, and- the Right of the Pey- 

ſon, 3 are very different things, as he will eafily ſee, when he con- 
' 1t again, , 

' As for the Statute 11. H. 7. which -indemnifies Subjefts in 
Fighting for the King in poſſeflion ; he diſputes very largely 
about it, but I can at preſent make only ſome ſhort Remarks on 
whac he ſays. | | | 

1. He obſerves, that it is only ſaid in the Preamble, not ena- 
Hed in the Body of the Statute, that the Subjets ſhall be obliged to 
pay Allegiance to the King for the time bemg ; but whether a Pre- 
amble be Law or no, is an-Authoritative Declaration of the 
Law, and that 1s a ſufficient rule for Subjects ; and if 25. E. 3. 
concerns Kings in Poſſeffion, -it 15 enacted there. 

2. He will not allow this Preamble to be 4 dire and poſitive De- 
cleration of the Law; becauſe the King only ſays, that be calls to 
remembrance his Subjetts duty of Allegiance, &c. But if the King 
and Parliament declare, that they remember, this is the duty of 
Allegianee, does not that declare their Opinion, that it is a duty -- 

| as 


| reign Lord, whom the Law requires us to own for our 


due to Sovereign Powers, &c. 
as effefually as can be done in any- other form of words ; 


' ſomewhat more, for what they remember, they declare was 


before, and not made ſo now, merely by their Declarationz and 
what the Parliament ſup®les and takes for granted, it more ef- 
fecually declares. 


3dly. He ſays, what is laid down in the Preamble, is expreſly Pag. 28. 


falſe —— that it is wot reaſonable, but againſt all Laws, Reaſon, 

and good Conſcience, that the Subjefts gomg with their Sovereign 

Lind to Wars, any =_ ſhould loſe or forfeit for cine ths their true 
A falle, 


Duty and Service of Allegiance; Now if this be I know not 
what can be true; 1s the contrary to it crue ? that it is agreeable 
to Law, Reaſon, and good Conſcience, that Subjes ſhould loſe or 


forfeit any thing for Fighting for their King ? But tha is weant 
of Fighting for an Uſurper againſt their lawful- King. And yet 
here 15 not one word of Uſzrper, or Lawful King, be our Sove- 
vereigns 
and it is againſt Law, Reaſon, and good tence, that Sub- 
jects ſhould ſuffer for Fighting for any Prince, whatever his Tile 
be, whom the Law owns for Sovereign at that time: That Ki 
and Parliaments as he urges, have attainted Subjeas upon ſu 
accounts, does not prove, that it was not againſt Law and Rea- 
fon and good Conſcience to do ſo;. and it feems H: 9. who 
had done this himſelf, was now convinced of i, and took care 
to provide it ſhould be fo no more: I am fare my Lord Becors 
ſays this Law was rather juſt then legal; and therefore owned 'the 
lg hand good Conſcience of it, though he demurred: about 
egaity. | 17 EEE 


But our Author will be fo liberal, as to:grant, that all. this Pxg. 25 


were the Body of the Statate and a diref} Lew; then it. is plain, 
that Subje&ts might by Law Fight for the King in Poſſeſſion? 


and their Allkegiarice would oblige them to it. No, FITy ﬆ* 
will remain to be confidered, whether the Statme can be upon 
#: valid and obligatory 5 and he thinks xisnot- \ - 11 1G rf 


. I. Becauſe it was reade by an Uſuryer, and by anU 
lamem. This s a bold ſtroke to! call Hev. Vide: ag UP 

who had fo many Titles, and no Title fer up: ſt him; an 
to queſtion the Authority of a Parliamenc, called by the Wrat 


of a King in:Poileffion;;' amd-to; deny the validity of .Ads' of | 


Parliament made-by 'Ufurpers, : when our Stiture: Books arefall 


Garpers Par | 


of them, and they are- owned good and valid Laws. 21s; xk | 
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were granted, that this Stature was made by a Legal Authority, aud 
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So that I will not diſpute with him, whether gg lawful 
Kings gave their conſent to this Law or not, it is ſufficient, they 
have not repealed it; but what he urges, that it has been in ef- 
fe declared null and woid, 1] doubt will ®dt paſs among our Law- 
yers to be equivalent to a repeal ; for I never yet heard, that an 
Act of Parliament could be repealed by conſequence ; but let us 
hear, how /ubſequent Kings and Parliaments have in effe& declar- 
ed it null and void; and he has thought of two ways for this. 

1+ By their proceeding expreſly contrary to the letter of this 
Law ; viz. in the Attainder of the Duke of Northumberland in 
Queen Mary's time, who was ſent with an Army againſt 2. Mary 
by order of Council and a Warrant under the Great Seal in behalf of 
Queen Jane. | 

2. Their laying a contrary obligation on the Conſciences of Subjefs ; 
which he proves by the Acts concerning the Succeflion made by 
Hen. VIII. and the Oath of Allegiance. Now I am apt to think 
he is miſtaken in this matter, becauſe after all this was done, my 
Lord Coke, and other great Judges and Lawyers, have taken this 
for a very good Law, and therefore did not think, that it was 
in effe& declared null and void. As for the condemnation of 
the Duke of Northumberland, it was either reconcileable with this 
Law, or it was not ; if it were, I ſuppoſe it did not ir effe& de- 
clare it null and woid; if 1t were not, it was a Sentence againſt 
Law ; and I never heard, that an lliegal Sentence djd either Re- 
peal a Law, or declare it void. As for the Ads of Succeſſion 
made by Her. VIII. and the Oath of Allegiance, tho ſome Men, 
if they pleaſe, may expound them fo as to contradiet the Statute 
of r1 Hen. V1I. yet they being fubſequent Laws, made without re- 
pealing that former Statute, it ſeems moſt reaſonable to me, that 
their Senſe and Interpretation ſhould be limited by that former 
unrepealed Statute Ee if thoſe Kings and Parliaments had in: 


tended to lay. any obligation upon Subjects, contrary to any thing 


enacted by that Law, = would have repealed it; for a former 
and unrepealed Law muſt limit the Interpretation of ſubſequent 
Laws, unleſs. we will allow the Laws.to contradi& each other. 
This is all in our Author, that ſtritly concerns Law; for in 
what follows he proceeds to diſpute againſt the Law, from Prin- 
Ciples of Reaſon and Religion, and to-prove, that it is to be look- 
ed upon in it ſelf null and woid in reſpe&} of the matter of it, thor 1t 


has 
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bas froed ever ſings, unrepeated. Now. this.is what E at firſt ful 
# that they would not ſtand to. the atacef Doha the Law 
in this matter, and, then why. do they. trouble themſelves and 
the World about Law, # nothing ſhall paſs for a good Law, 
which they don' like ? Ix 

If our Author carefully conſider what I have already diſcour- 
ſed, I hope he will find a ſatisfactory anſwer to all his follow- 
* FX ing objections ; or wer pe ſuch Principles, as will enable a Man 
ThE * of. a great deal leſs skill than-he has to agſwer them all. 
WW: But tho I am in great haſt to conclude, I ſhall ſtop a little to 
examine the two Reaſons he gives to prove that Statute 11. 
Her. VI. which indemnihes Subjects for Fighting for a King in 
Poſſeflion to be a void Law with reſpect to the Matter, though 
the Authority that made it be allowed good, wiz. For it either d;- 
weſts the Lawful King of bis Right to the Crown, and gives it toF'8: 37 
the Ufurper, or it ſtill reſerves his Right to bim, but yet notwith- 
ſtanding, orders the Subjefs to obey and ſtand by the King in Poſſeſ- 
T {ion : Now a very ſhort anſwer will ſerve for this. For, | 
Þ is I- The Law does not deny his Legal Right to the Crown, - 
but'yet may reafonably: deny him to be King, when he is out of 
Poſſeflion. For a King is he, who actually adminiſters the Go- 
vernment with a Regal Authority ; not he, who has right to de 
it, but is kept from his Right, ſuch a Prince may retain the Ti- 
tle of King, but he has nothing elle. | 

2. When ſuch a Caſe happens, it is not ſo unjuſt or unreaſon- 
able, as to make it a yoid Law, to orger Sybjigts to obey and ſtand 
by the King in Poſſeſſion : For the King has no Right but by Law, 
and then the Law may determine how far his Right ſhall ex- 
tend; and if the King himſelf by the' advice, conſent, and au 
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'F thority of the Eſtates of the Realm (conſidering how often (t 
TIF: ' Caſes happen, that a Prince who has no legal Right gets Pofle(- 
\ | {10n of the Throne, and what deſolations the diſputes of Princes 


occaſion, and how impoflible it is for Subjes to avoid Fighting 
for the King in Poſleiſion ſhould think fic, for the ſecurity of 
the Government and Publick Peace, to bind the Allegiance of 
Subjects to the Poſſeflion of the Throne, what iniquity 1s there 
in this Law ? why may not a legal Right be bounded and l:mi- 
ted by Laws ? Why may not ths Supreme Authority of the Na- 
. tion make the beſt Proviſion they can to preſerve the Govern- 
ment, to ſecure the Lives and Fortunes, and to eaſe = Con- 
OR CLlEnCCEs 
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"The Caſe of the Allegiance: 
ſciences of Subje&s, 'in ſuch revolutions as no Right and ho 
Laws can prevent? Since hamane Governments will not always 
proceed in regular Methods, proviſional Laws, which are exce- 
ptions from the Conſtitution, but neceflary in ſuch junures, 
ſeem to me to be highly reaſonable. | [5 
Thus I have fairly repreſented what my thoughts are about 
this matter, and have taken all due care, neither to impoſe.upon 
my ſelf nor others by ſome little fallacies, nor to provoke any 
fort of Men with hard words : If what have ſaid, do not make 
other Men of my mind ; yet I hope it may fatisfie them, that I - 
have ſomething to ſay for my ſelf, and that it 1s poſlible, I may 
be an honeſt Man ftill, tho they may think me miſtaken, : 
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